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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA )
) CIVIL ACTION NO. 98-1232 (CKK)
Plaintiff, )
)
V. ) Filed: January 24, 2002
)
MICROSOFT CORPORATION, )
)
Defendant. )
)
STATE OF NEW YORK ex rel. )
Attorney General ELIOT SPITZER, et al., )
) CIVIL ACTION NO. 98-1233 (CKK)
Plaintiffs, )
) Next Court Deadline:
) March 4, 2002
) Pre-hearing Conference
v. )
)
MICROSOFT CORPORATION, )
‘ )
Defendant. )
)

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF
THE MOTION OF RELPROMAX ANTITRUST INC. FOR LIMITED
PARTICIPATION AS AN AMICUS CURIAE AND FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME
L. INTRODUCTION
The Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act (Tunney Act) was signed on December 21,
1974, to remedy one of the many abuses of power which led to the adoption of the second of three
Articles of Impeachment of the President by the Committee on the Judiciary of the United States
House of Representatives on July 27, 1974, and to the only Presidential resignation in the history

of our nation on August 9, 1974. The Tunney Act is not merely some procedural nicety. The

Tunney Act is discussed in greater detail below (see section IILB., pp. 18-22, “The Tunney Act Was
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Intended To Prevent An Abuse Of Power In The Current.Situation”).

Defendant Microsoft Corporation (“Microsoft”) has not complied with the disclosure
requirements of the Tunney Act, specifically 15 U.S.C. § 16(g), or.this Court’s Order dated
November §,2001. Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(b) and (g), anyone has the statutory right to comment
on the Revised Proposed Final Judgment (“RPFJ”) in captioned Civil Action 98-1232 for fifty (50)
days after Microsoft complies with 15 U.S.C. § 16(g). Relpromax Antitrust Inc. (“Relpromax’)
hereby asserts its statutory right, which is also the statutory right of all Americéns, to consider for
fifty (50) days a true and complete disclosure by Microsoft pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(g) and then
to file with the United States such written comments as it deems appropriate with respect to the
RPFJ in light of the information disclosed pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(g).

Accordingly, Relpromax seeks an order:

1) granting Relpromax status as an amicus curiae with the right of limited participation in
proceédings so it can assist, if necessary, in obtaining, inter alia, the statutorily required (and Court
orderéd) disclosure;

2) compelling Microsoft to comply with the statute and the November 8, 2001, order; and,

3) extending the time for comments to provide Relpromax and all interested parties with
their statutory rights.

IL. FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

From 1993 through 1996, Microsoft contributed a total of about $366,000 to federal parties

and candidates.' Declaration of Brian Dautch (“Dautch Dec.”), 44 2- 3 and Attachments 1 and 2. (A

copy of the Dautch Declaration is attached hereto as Exhibit A.)

: The total includes contributions directly to candidates or political action
committees reported as made by individuals who listed Microsoft as an employer.

2-

MTC-000300631 0684



On May 18, 1998, these civil actions were filed.

From 1997 through July 31, 2001, Microsoft contributed a total of over $6.8 million to
federal parties and candidates. Dautch Dec., { 2, and Attachment 1.

From 1997 through June 30, 2001, in addition to about $6.8 million in contributions
Microsoft spent an additional $17.6 million on lobbyists who contacted many federal agencies and
Members of the House and Senate seeking support for Microsoft’s antitrust policies. Dautch Dec.,
99 2, and 8-42 and Attachments 1, and 9-43. Given that Microsoft contributed to the campaigns of
38 U.S. Senators and 124 U.S. Representatives in 2001 alone (a non-election year), it is even
possible that some of the federal legislators contacted by Microsoft about its antitrust problems had
received, and/or may have been seeking, Microsoft campaign contributions. Dautch Dec., § 2 and
Attachment 1.

On July 6,_ 1998, Charles F. Rule, Esq., became a registered lobbyist for Microsoft. From
approximately 1986 to 1989, Mr. Rule was the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Antitrust
Division of the United States Department of Justice. Dautch Dec., § 4, and Attachment 7. In 1998,
Mr. Rule was a partn‘er with the lobbying firm* of Covington & Burling of Washington, D.C. On
July 6, 1998, Covington &Burling filed a Lobbying Registration, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 1603(a)(2),
indicating that Mr. Rule was among the firm’s “employees” who had acted or expected to act as
lobbyists for Microsoft Corporation.’ On page 2 of the Lobbying Registration, Covington &Burling

reported that the lobbyists expected to lobby on issues including “[cJompetition matters affecting

2 See 2 U.S.C. § 1602(9).

’ The Lobbying Registration (dated June 29, 1998) is known as Form LD-1 which
is required to be filed by 2 U.S.C. § 1603 (Section 4 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995).
The Lobbying Registration was filed with the Office of the Clerk of the U.S. House of
Representatives. A copy of this Lobbying Registration is Attachment 4 to the Dautch Dec.

-3
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computer industry software.”

On August 12, 1999, Covington & Burling filed a mid-year 1999 Lobbying Report (Form
LD-2) indicating that for the period from January 1, 1999, through June 30, 1999, the firm received
$40,000 from Microsoft for lobbying.* On page 6 of the form, Covington & Burling reported that
Charles F. Rule lobbied the U.S. House of Representatives and the U.S. Senate for Microsoft on
“[c]ompetition issues affecting computer software industry.”

On September 28, 2001, this Court docketed an order requiring the parties to engage in
intensive settlement negotiations until November 2, 2001. A copy of the order is attached hereto as
Exhibit B.

From on or about October 1, 2001, to November 6, 2001, according to written unsworn
testimony by lobbyist Rule, he was one of the principal representatives for Microsoft in the
negotiations with respect to the RPFJ. Dautch Dec., §4 and Attachment 3.

On November 6, 200 1, the United States and Microsoft filed a Stipulation and attached form
of Revised Proposed Final Judgment. The Stipulation was signed on behalf of the United States by
Charles A. James, Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Antitrust Division of the United
States Department of Justice.’ (A copy of the Stipulation is attached hereto as Exhibit C.) In the
Stipulation, Microsoft agreed to make the disclosure required by 15 U.S.C. § 16(g). Stipulation,

3.

4 The Lobbying Report (dated August 10, 1999) is on a form known as Form LD-2
which form is required to be filed by 2 U.S.C. § 1604 (Section 5 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act
of 1995). The Lobbying Report was filed with the Secretary of the United States Senate. The
Lobbying Report is Attachment 23 to the Dautch Dec.

5 The Stipulation was also signed on behalf of certain plaintiffs in the companion
Civil Action No. 98-1233 (i.e., the States of Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan,
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, and Wisconsin) (hereinafter referred to as “Settling States”).

4
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On November 8, 2001, this Court ordered Microsoft to make the disclosure required by 15
U.S.C. § 16(g) “within ten days of the publication of the proposed Final Judgment in the Federal
Register.” (A copy of the Court’s Order dated November &, 2001, is attaéhed hereto as Exhibit D.)

On November 15, 2001, lobbyist Charles F. Rule, Esq., apparently attempted to become a
counsel of record for Microsoft in Civil Action No. 98-1232 pending before this Court. On
November 15, 2001, a document titled “Notice Of Entry Of Appearance” for Charles F. Rule was
filed with this Court and is recorded as electronic docket entry number 29 in Civil Action No. 98-
1232. (A copy of the Notice Of Entry Of Appearance is attached hereto as Exhibit E.) According
to the court docket for Civil Action No. 98-1232, the Notice Of Entry Of Appearance for Mr. Rule
was signed and filed by Bradley Smith and not by Mr. Rule. According to the official docket, no
document filed on behalf of Microsoft in this civil action (or Civil Action No. 98-1233) from
November 15, 2001, through January 18; 2002, has been signed by Mr. Rule on behalf of
Micr()'soft.6

| On November 16, 2001, an item appeared on the front'page of The Wall Street Journal

which item stated in full:

“LEGAL LOOPHOLE: Microsoft tries to shield its top Washington lawyeér, Charles

F. Rule, from having to reveal some contacts with the administration before he

negotiated the company’s controversial antitrust settlement. He was formally named

a counsel of record yesterday, exempting him from disclosures otherwise demanded

under a 1974 law requiring court review of antitrust deals.”

¢ There is no indication in the electronic docket, which is the only docket available

for this stage of Civil Action No. 98-1232, that Mr. Rule has signed any pleading described in
Rule 7(a), F.R.Civ.P., in ink and then caused the document to be filed electronically by someone

else with the Court.

-5-
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(A copy‘of the item from The Wall Street Journal, November 16, 2001, page 1, is Attachment 5 to
the Dautch Dec.)

On November 28, 2001, the RPFJ was published in the Federal Register along with a copy
of a document titled “Competitive Impact Statement” which was filed with this Court on November

15,2001.

On December 10, 2001, Microsoft filed Defendant Microsoft Corporation’s Description Of
Written Or Oral Communications Concerning The Revised Proposed Final Judgment And
Certification Of Compliance Under 15 U.S.C. § 16(g) (“Microsoft’s Description”). (A copy of
Microsoft’s Description is attached hereto as Exhibit F.) The Description purported to reveal “‘any
and all written or oral communications by or on behalf of”” Microsoft ‘with any officer or employee
of the United States concerning or relevant to”” the RPFJ with the exception only of

“communications made by counsel of record alone with the Attorney General or the employees of

the Department of Justice aione [emphasis added].” Microsoft Descriptiori, pp- 1-2. Microsoft’s
Description reveals only: - 1) that unnamed “counsel for Microsoft” (n.b. as opposed to “counsel of
record for Microsoft”) met with plaintiffs’ representatives and mediators from September 27, 2001,
through November 6, 2001, and that a Mr. William Poole of Microsoft participated in some of the
meetings from October 29, 2001, through November 2, 2001; and, 2) that at an October 5, 2001,
meeting, technical questions were discussed by Ms. Linda Averett, and Messrs. Michael Wallent,
Robert Short, and Chad Knowlton (all of Microsoft) with plaintiffs’ representatives and plaintiffs’
technical expert Professor Edward Felten. Microsoft certified that with the submission of the
Microsoft Description, Microsoft “has complied with the requirements of 15 U.S.C. § 16(g) and that
this submission is a true and complete description of such communications known to Microsoft.”
Microsoft’s Description was electronically signed by John Warden, Esq., of the law firm of Sullivan

-6-
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& Cromwell. The name of Charles F. Rule appears on the document apparently as Counsel for
Microsoft. There is no signature line on the document for Mr. Rule’s signature. Other than the
appearance of Mr. Rule’s name well below and to the left of Mr. Warden’s name, there is no
mention of Mr. Rule by name in the Microsoft Description or of any communications Mr. Rule had
on behalf of Microsoft with any officer of employee of the United States concerning or relevant to
the RPFJ (for example, oral or written communications or promises during the course of the
intensive month-long negotiations which led to the RPFJ or drafts of proposed language for the
RPFJ)

On December 12,2001, Mr. Rule appeared (along with Assistant Attorney General Charles
A. James and others) and submitted written testimony (not under oath) on behalf of Microsoft
concerning the RPFJ before the Committee on the Judiciary of the United States Senate. Dautch
Dec., 4, Attachment 3. In this testimony concerning the captioned civil actions, Mr. Rule (referring
to the RPFJ as “PFJ”) stgted (p. 1, sentences 3-4): |

“As this committee is aware, I am counsel to Microsoft in the case [n.b: Civil Action

Nos. 98-1232 and 98-1233] and was one of the principal representatives for the

company in the negotiations that led to the proposed consent decree. The PFJ was

signed on November 6th after more than a month of intense, around-the-clock

negotiations with the Department and representatives of all the plaintiff states.”
III. ARGUMENT

A. THE TUNNEY ACT REQUIRES FULL DISCLOSURE BY MICROSOFT

The relevant portions of the Tunney Act are now codified as Title 15 U.S.C. § 16(b)-(h).

The Tunney Act applies to the current proposal for a consent judgment (RPFJ) by the United
States in captioned Civil Action No. 98-1232 which was brought by the United States under the

.7-
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antitrust laws. 15 U.S.C. § 16(b). To cast sunlight on any potential abuse .of power, to provide the
public with information necessary both to understanding the full context of the RPFJ and to
providing as insightful comments as possible (as allowed by 15 U.S.C. § 16(d)), and to provide the
Court with information the Court must have prior to determining whether entry of the RPFJ is in the
public interest (as required by 15 U.S.C. § 16(e)), Microsoft must make the disclosures required by
15 U.S.C. § 16(g) which provides in full that [emphasis added below]:

“Not later than 10 days following the date of any proposal for a consent judgment

under subsection (b) of this section, each defendant shall file with the district court

a description of any and all written or oral communications by or on behalf of such

defendant, including any and all written or oral communications on behalf of such

defendant, or other person, with any officer or employee of the United States

concerning or relevant to such proposal, except that any such communications made

by counsel of record alone with the Attorney General or the employees of the

Department of Justice alone shall be excluded from the requirements of this

subsection. Prior to the entry of any consent judgment pursuant to the antitrust laws,

each defendant shall certify to the district court that the requirements of this

subsection have been complied with and that such filing is a true and complete

description of such communications known to the defendant or which the defendant

reasonably should have known.”

Both the Tunney Act and this Court’s November 8, 2001, Order setting forth the schedule
to be followed to comply with the Tunney Act in this case clearly grant the public fifty (50) days
to prepare and file comments on the RPFJ after defendant’s true and complete disclosure of all

communications specified by 15 U.S.C. § 16(g) .

-8-
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As is shown below, the Microsoft Description of December 10, 2001, did not meet the
requirements of 15 U.S.C. § 16(g).

There are at least five broad categories of communications which should have been
disclosed: 1) oral or written communications by or on behalf of Mr. Rule acting in any capacity for
Microsoft; 2) oral or written communications in Mr. Rule’s presence (these communications were
not made by counsel of record alone); 3) oral or written communications which may have induced
the Deputy Chief of Staff to the Attorney General of the United States (David Israelite, who recused
himself from any involvement with Microsoft matters due to a conflict of interest) to place a
predawn telephone call on October 9, 2001, to a lobbyist for a Microsoft competitor complaining
about the competitor’s support for the retention of independent private counsel by the States suing
Microsoft in Civil Action No. 98-1233; 4) oral or written communications or promises by Microsoft
lobbyists (other than Mr. Rule) or Microsoft personnel to officers or employees of the United States;
and, 5) communications made at Microsoft’s request or suggestion to officers or employees of the
United States (e.g., communications by Members or employees of either House of Congress to

officers or employees of the Executive Branch).

1. Mr. Rule’s Undisclosed Conversations Prior to November 15, 2001 Are
Not Exempted from Disclosure

a. Mr. Rule Was Not Counsel Of Record For Microsoft Prior to
November 15, 2001

The statute, 15 U.S.C. § 16(g), exempts from disclosure only two types of oral or written
communications with any officer or employee of the United States. First, the statute exempts
communications between counsel of record and the Attorney General alone (i.e., outside the
presence of Microsoft personnel and other Justice Department officers or employees). Second, the

statute exempts communications between counsel of record and employees of the Department of

9.
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Justice alone (i.e., outside the presence of Microsoft personnel and non-emplojees of the Justice
Department). The statute does not provide for a lobbyist (or other person who is not counsel of
record) to conduct negotiations with the Attorney General and/or Justice Department employees and
then, after reaching agreement on a consent judgment, convert from a lobbyist into a counsel of
record in order to shield from disclosure communications and negotiations conducted when he was
not counsel of record. |

At a minimum, the terrn “officer or employee” in 15 U.S.C. § 16(g) should include any
officer or employee of the Executive Branch. It is clear that offices and employees of the Eﬁecutive
Branch are within the scope of the statute because the two classes of exclusions are of officers or
employees of the Executive Branch (i.e., the Attorney General and employees of the Department
of Justice). Arguably, the term “officer or employee” in 15 U.S.C. § 16(g) could also include any
“officer or employee” of the Legislatiye Branch. The precise scope of the term “officers and
employees” within the meaning of 15 U.S.C. § 16(g) appears to be a matter of first impression in
this Couﬁ. Given the control of the Justice Department budget by the Congress, the importance of
disclosing communications by Microsoft with Members of Congress or their staff concerning or
relating to the RPFJ is manifest. In any event, the statute makes clear that any communication
concerning or relating to the RPFJ made on behalf of Microsoft (whether by Microsoft, a Senator,
or anyone else) to an Executive Branch officer or employee must be disclosed under 15 U.S.C. §
16(g).

Mr. Rule was not a counsel of record prior to November 15, 2001. Accordingly, any oral or
written communications made by him, or on his behalf, concerning or relevant to the RPFJ to any
officer or employee of the United States must be disclosed. Clearly, communications made in the
negotiations which resulted in the RPFJ both concern the RPFJ and are relevant to the RPFJ.

-10-

MTC-00030631 0692



Mr. Rule was the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Antitrust Division long after
the Tunney Act became the law. While the disclosure requirements of 15 U.S.C. § 16(g) would
apply to Mr. Rule’s client even if Mr. Rule were totally unfamiliar with antitrust law, the
disclosure requirements should be applied strictly given that Mr. Rule was the principal law
enforcement officer of the United States charged with enforcing this precise statute for about three
(3) years.

If Mr. Rule’s testimony to the effect that he was a principal negotiator on behalf of Microsoft
of the RPFJ is accurate, then there are clearly undisclosed communications made byer. Rule orin
his presence.

Typically, a principal representative in negotiations would have made oral comments to the
negotiators for the United States. Further, the principal negotiator would have submitted written
drafts of language (whether in electronic, magnetic, or paper form) to be used in the RPFJ.

Also, there is thé matter of Lobbyist Rule’s contacts with the Administration which contacts
| were reported by The Wall Street Journal. What precisely does Microsoft want to conceal? Why
does Microsoft want to conceal these communications? Discovery (or a true and complete disclosure
under 15 U.S.C. § 16(g)) is needed to provide the American people and this Court with the answer

to these questions.

b. Mr. Rule Was Not Counsel Of Record For Microsoft Even After
November 15, 2001

If Microsoft’s position is that Mr. Rule’s communications prior to and during settlement
negotiations did not have to be disclosed because on the date the Microsoft Description was filed

Mr. Rule was a counsel of record, that position is both untenable and, as discussed above, contrary

to the plain language of the statute.

-11-
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Local Civil Rule 83.6(a) governs the process by which an attorney becomes a counsel of
record and prbvides in full that:

“An attorney eligible to appear may enter an appearance in a civil action by signing

any pleading described in Rule 7(a), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, or by filing

a written notice of the entry of an appearance listing the attorney’s correct address,

telephone number and bar identification number.”

As mentioned above, as of the date of this Memorandum, Mr. Rule has not in connection
with the captioned civil actions signed any pleading described in Rule 7(a) of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure (i.e., basically, various types of complaints and answers).

The typical written notice of entry of an appearance is signed by the attorney entering the
éppearance. For example, when appearancés were entered by Douglas Davis, Esq., Steven Kuney,
Esq., and Brendan Sullivan, Esq., each of these attorneys signed and filed a written notice of
appearance containing the necessary information. (Copies of the notices of appearance for Messrs.
Douglas, Kuney, and Sullivan are attached hereto as Exhibits G, H, and I, respectively.) Mr. Rule
did not sign or file what purports to be his written notice of entry of appearance. The written notice
attempting to enter an appearance for Mr. Rule was signed and filed by Bradley Smith, Esq., of
Sullivan & Cromwell.

As noted above, Mr. Rule has not, in connection with the captioned Civil Actions, signed
any pleading described in Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 7(a).

Thus, arguably Mr. Rule was not a counsel of record even when the Microsoft Description
was filed on December 10, 2001. Accordingly, any oral or written communications Mr. Rule had

with officers or employees of the United States concerning or relating to the RPFJ must be

disclosed.

-12-
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2. The Undisclosed Conversations of Microsoft’s other Lobbyists With
Executive Or Legislative Branch Officials Or Employees Are Not
Exempted From Disclosure
Even if Mr. Rule’s testir‘nony to the effect that he was a principal negotiator on behalf of
Microsoft of the RPFJ were inaccurate and even if Mr. Rule had absolutely no oral or written
communications at any time of any type, kind, or descriptioﬁ with any officer or employee of the
United States (whether in the Exgcutive or Legislative Branch), it is still likely that there were other
undisclosed oral or written communications made by or on behalf of Microsoft concerning or
relevant to the RPFJ.
In addition to Mr. Rule, Microsoft has a substantial number of other inside and outside
federal lobbyists who were paid on the order of $17,645,000 from 1997 through June 30, 2001.
A partial list of some known lobbying expenditures and contacts includes the following:

1. From January 1, 1999, through June 30,2001, according to the official reports
required by Section 5 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995, 2 U.S.C. § 1604, the lobbying f'mn‘
of Barbour Griffith & Rogers, Wasﬁington, D.C., reported receiving $1,380,000 from Microsoft for
lobbying the House and Senate concerning issues including “the Justice Department’s Antitrust
inquiry.” Dautch Dec., {9 8-12 and Attachments 9-13.

2. The official reports show that from July 1, 1997 to June 30, 2001, the
lobbying firm of Clark & Weinstock, New York, New York, received $1,480,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying the House and Senate concerning issues including Microsoft’s position on the
Department of Justice antitrust suit against Microsoft. Dautch Dec., 49 13-19 and Attachments 14-
20.

3. The official reports show that from January I, 1998 to June 30, 1999, the
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lobbying firm of Covington & Burling received $140,000 from Microsoft for lobbying the House
and Senate concerning, inter alia, competition issues affecting the computer software industry.
Dautch Dec., § 20-22 and Attachments 21-23.

4, The official reports show that from July 1, 1997, to June 30, 2001, the
lobbying firm of Downey Chandler, Inc. (at times known as Downey McGrath Group), received
$560,000 from Microsoft for lobbying the Office of the Vice President, the Departments of Justice,
State, and Commerce, and the House and Senate concerning issues including the Department of
Justice’s antitrust suit against Microsoft. Dautch Dec., 9 23-30 and Attachments 24-31.

5. From July 1, 1999 to June 30, 2001, the official reports show that McSlarrow
& Associates, at times known as McSlarrow Consulting, L.L.C., received $200,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying the House and Senate concerning issues including competition in the software industry.
Dautch Dec., 1 32-35 and Attachments 33-36.

6. From January 1, 2000 to June 30, 2000, the official report shows that
Microsoft itself spent $3,340,000 on lobbying the National Security Agency, Federal Bureau of
Investigation, Senate, House, the Departments of Justice, Commerce, and Defense concerning issues
including competition in the software industry.” Dautch Dec., § 36 and Attachment 37.

7. From July 1, 1997 to June 30, 2001, the official reports show that Preston
Gates Ellis & Rouvelas Meeds received $1,380,000 from Microsoft for lobbying the White House,

the Vice President, the National Security Agency, the Central Intelligence Agency, the National

7 On November 5, 1999, this Court entered Findings of Fact adverse to Microsoft.
U.S. v. Microsoft, 84 F.Supp.2d 9 (D.D.C. 1999). On April 3, 2000, this Court entered
Conclusions of Law holding Microsoft to be in violation of the antitrust laws. U.S. v. Microsoft,
87 F.Supp.2d 30 (D.D.C. 2000). On June 7, 2000, this Court entered an order requiring
Microsoft to devise a plan to split itself into an operating systems business and an applications
business. U.S. v. Microsoft, 97 F.Supp.2d 59 (D.D.C. 2000).
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Security Council, the Office of Science and Technology Policy, the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
the U.S. Trade Representative, the National Economic Council, the Office of Management and
Budget, the Departments of Justice and Commerce, and the House and Senate concerning issues
including competition in the software market. Dautch Dec., § 37-42 and Attachments 38-43.

The massive amount of money spent on lobbying raises a number of issues relevant to the
Tunney Act disclosure Microsoft should have made including, but not limited to, those mentioned
below.

First, given that Microsoft was ably represented by accomplished in-house counsel and the
distinguished law firm of Sullivan & Cromwell upon whom all opposing parties were required to
serve all documents pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 5, why was it necessary to spend
over $1.3 million for Barbour Griffith & Rogers to monitor the same civil action? Where did the
money really go? What did the money really buy? Did Barbour Griffith & Rogers discuss the
Microsoft antitrust litigation with any officer or employee of the United States while the RPFJ was
being negotiated?

Second, as of June 30, 2001, Microsoft, its employees, and its outside lobbyists had spent
upwards of $20,000,000 over several yeérs lobbying, and where possible making campaign
contributions, to many officers and employees of the United States. It is difficult to believe that
when negotiations intensified and were conducted around-the-clock® in October, 2001 not one of
the legions of Microsoft lobbyists in whom the company invested millions made a single call to any
officer or employee of the United States concerning or relevant to the RPFJ. In particular, it is

difficult to imagine that no United States Representative and no United States Senator was asked

8 Statement of Charles F. Rule to the Committee on the Judiciary, US. Senate,
December 12, 2001 (Dautch Dec., Attachment 3, § 2).
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to contact the Executive Branch in support of Microsoft.
3. Additional Undisclosed Conversations May Have Caused A
PredawnTelephone Call From A Senior Aide To The Attorney General
To A Lobbyist
The New York Times of November 2, 2001, reported (“States Biding for Time to Study
Microsoft Settlement Plan” by Stephen Labaton, pp. C1 and C4) that:

“Some of Microsoft’s largest competitors voiced bitter disappointment about
the terms of the proposed deal and asserted that the company had used i~ts political
influence with a Republican administration to try to quickly put an end to the case.”

“The rivals said that during court hearings that will be required on the

proposed settlement, they intended to provide evidence of what they say was an
improper discussion between a senior aide to Attorney General John Ashcroft who
had been a top official in the Republican Party and a Republican lobbyist for AOL-
Time Warner that demonstrated Microsoft’s political muscle. In a statement issued
today, Representative John Conyers Jr., Democrat of Miéhigan, also indicated that
he would be examining that incident, word of which has been circulating widely in
recent days among lawyers, lobbyists and executives following the case.”

“The aide to Mr. Ashcroft, David Israelite, had been the political director of
the Republican National Committee, which received hundreds of thousands of
dollars from Microsoft during the 2000 presidential campaign. Mr. Israelite, now Mr.
Ashcroft’s deputy chief of staff, has recused himself from any involvement in the
Microsoft antitrust case because he owns 100 shares of Microsoft stock.”

“ The lobbyist involved in the discussion was said to be Wayne Berman, who

is also a top Republican fundraiser.”
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“According to the notes of a person briefed about the conversation on Oct.
9, the day it is said to have occurred, Mr. Israelite called Mr. Berman.”

“ “Are you guys behind this business of the states hiring their own lawyers
in the Microsoft case?’ Mr. Israelite asked Mr. Berman in the predawn conversation,
according to the notes. ‘Tell your clients we wouldn’t be too happy about that.”

“...According to people who were later briefed on the conversation by an

AOL executive, Mr. Israelite then complained that AOL, a leading Microsoft rival,

had been trying to ‘radicalize’ the states to oppose a settlement.”

(A copy of the article from The New York Times of November 2, 2001, is Attachment 8 to the
Dautch Declaration.)’

Given the impact of the RPFJ on an important sector of the economy and the over-riding
importance of maintaining public confidence in the integrity of both public officials and the judicial
process, it would be reasonable to inquire of both Messrs. Israelite and Berman either at a hearing
before the Court or at a deposition whether any conversation such as that set forth in the article
published on November 2, 2001, by The New York Times ever occurred. The conversation, if it
occurred, was not privileged. Because Mr. Israelite is recused from taking official action with
respect to Microsoft, the inquiry would also not require any intrusion into the reasons for any of his

authorized official actions. If the conversation occurred at the request of Microsoft, this Court and

? In addition to the Microsoft stonewall, the Justice Department is apparently
stonewalling the ranking minority member of the House Judiciary Committee, Rep. John
Conyers, Jr., concerning the reported Israelite-Berman predawn conversation. On Nov. 6, 2001,
Rep. Conyers wrote a letter to the Attorney General inquiring about the alleged conversation. (A
copy of a press release containing the text of the letter from Rep. Conyers is Attachment 44 to
the Dautch Dec.) As far as can be determined, no response had been received by Rep. Conyers
from the Attorney General as of January 22, 2002.
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the public have a statutory right to know that fact.

B. THE TUNNEY ACT WAS INTENDED TO PREVENT
AN ABUSE OF POWER IN THE CURRENT SITUATION

1. The Lawful $200,000 ITT Pledge Related To One Of The Impeachable
Abuses Of Power In The Early 1970's Was Equivalent To About
$650,000 In 2001 Dollars Which Amount Is Vastly Exceeded By Over
$23 Million Microsoft Has Lawfully Spent On Federal Campaign
Contributions and Lobbying Since 1997
a. The ITT Litigation and the Kleindienst Nomination

In 1969, the United States filed three civil antitrust actions against the International
Telephone and Telegraph Corporation (“ITT”) challenging the acquisition by ITT of three
corporations (Canteen Corporation, Hartford Fire Insurance Company, and Grinnell Corporation).
Statement Of Information, Hearings Before The Committee On The Judiciary House Of
Representatives, Ninety-Third Congress, Second Session, Pursuant To H. Res. 803, Book V, Part
I, Department Of Justice ITT Litigation - Richard Kleindienst Nomination Hearings (“Statement Of
Information” or “SOI”), pages 3-4. (A copy of the basic statement of facts in the Statement Of
Information is attached as Attachment 45 to the Dautch Declaration.)

Attorney General John Mitchell was recused because his former law firm had represented
an ITT subsidiary; Deputy Attorney General Richard Kleindienst acted as Attorney General in
connection with the litigation and sought and received approval from Counsel to the President John
Ehrlichman before filing the first civil action. SOI, p. 3.

On December 31, 1970, ITT won a judgment in the Grinnell case after a trial. SOI, p. 13.

From April to June, 1971, a substantial amount of political pressure was applied by the

President and his assistants to Deputy Attorney General Kleindienst and Assistant Attorney General
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in charge of the Antitrust Division Richard McLaren to convince them to forego an appeal and settle
the ITT cases. SOI, pp. 17-31.

On July 21, 1971, ITT-Sheraton pledged up to $200,000 to bfing the 1972 Republican
National Convention to San Diego, California. SOI, p. 32. There is no suggestion that this
contribution by itself was illegal.

On July 31, 1971, a settlement of the ITT litigation was announced. SOI, p. 34.

On February 15, 1972, the President nominated Richard Kleindienst to be; Attorney General.
SOI, p. 36.

On February 29, March 1 and March 3, 1972, three columns by columnist Jack Anderson
were published alleging a connection between the ITT-Sheraton pledge and the ITT antitrust
settlement and alleging the involvement of Messrs. Mitchell and Kleindienst. SOI, p. 39. (Copies
of the Anderson columns and a memorandum allegedly written by an ITT lobbyist, Ms. Dita Beard,
all of ~which were included in the evidentiary material supporting the Statement Of Information are
attacﬁed as Attachment 46 to the Dautch Declaration.) As a result of publication of the first two
Anderson columns, Mr. Kleindienst asked that his confirmation hearings be re-opened. SOI, p. 39.

At the hearings in 1972 on his nomination to be Attorney General, Mr. Kleindienst denied
talking to all the President’s men other than casually about the ITT matter and also denied receiving
any suggestions from them about the action the Justice Department should take in the ITT cases.
SOI, p. 42.

On June 12, 1972, Richard Kleindienst became Attorney General. SOI, p. 61.

On May 16, 1974, Richard Kleindienst pleaded guilty to one count of refusing or failing
fully to respond to questions propounded to him by the Senate Committee on the Judiciary during
the hearings in 1972 on his nomination to be Attorney General. SOI, p. 66.
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On August 9, 1974, the President resigned.

b. The Impeachment Resolution

The second Article of Impeachment (adopted by a vote of 28-10 in the House Judiciary
Committee on July 27, 1974) charged the President with using the powers of his office in violation
of his constitutional oath, disregarding his constitutional duty to take care that the laws be faithfully
executed, and repeatedly engaging in five (5) types of conduct violating the constitutional rights
of citizens, impairing the due and proper administration of justice and the conduct of lawful
inquiries, or contravening the laws governing agencies of the executive braﬁch and the purpose of
those agencies.

The specification of the fourth type of allegedly improper conduct stated in full with respect
to the President that (emphasis added):

“He has failed to take care that the laws were faithfully e.:xecuted by failing to act

when he knew or had reason to know that his close subordinates endeavoured to

impede and frustrate lawful inquiries by duly constituted executive, judicial and

legislative entities concerning the unlawful entry into the headquarters of the

Democratic National Committee, and the cover-up thereof, and concerning other

unlawful activities including those relating to the confirmation of Richard

Kleindienst as Attorney General of the United States, the electronic surveillance

of private citizens, the break-in into the offices of Dr. Lewis Fielding, and the
campaign financing practices of the Committee to Re-elect the President.”

House Report 93-1305, August 20, 1974, pp. 139-183.
During the Senate debate preceding adoption of the Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act
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(the Tunney Act), Senator Tunney said:

- “The genesis of this legislation came during the hearings held by the Senate
Judiciary Committee on the nomination of Richard Kleindienst, the hearings which
quickly became known as the ITT hearings, because the major issue involved
allegations that a massive behind-closed-doors campaign resulted in halting the
Justice Department’s prosecution of the ITT case and its hasty settlement favorable
to the company. During these hearings, I became concerned with the apparent
weaknesses of the consent decree process, which could allow this kind of corporate
pressures to be exercised.” Cong. Rec. Senate, December 9, 1974, page 38585.

c. Since 1997 Microsoft Has Spent Over $23 Million On Federal
Lobbying And Campaign Contributions

As mentioned above, since 1997, Microsoft has spent in excess of $23,000,000 on federal
campaign contributions and lobbying with substantial effort devoted to lobbying conceming the
captioned civil actions. ;Fhe ITT pledge of $200,000 in1971 is the equivalent of about $650,000 in
2001 dollars. Dautch Dec., § 43. |

There is no suggestion that any of Microsoft’s expenditures by themselves are illegal.

In the instant matter, the justice Department won at trial and on appeal. The Department has
agreed to what some have characterized as a “sweetheart” settlement negotiated behind closed doors
by a lobbyist for Microsoft which, so far, has not revealed information the Tunney Act (and this

Court’s order) require it to reveal.

2. The Tunney Act Was Intended To Protect The Consuming Public From
The Type Of Forces At Work Today In Connection With The RPFJ

The point is not that an unfortunate chapter in our nation’s history has repeated itself or
might repeat itself precisely but rather that the same type of economic forces at work in connection
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with the ITT litigation are at work today. In the United States, the presénce of strong economic
forces tends to bring about the involvement of political forces.

In 2001 dollars, the amount ITT pledged to buy influence and access in 1971 is greatly
exceeded by the amount spent by Microsoft in the last few years on lobbying and campaign
contributions. The impact ITT had on the 1971 economy while substantial pales in comparison to
the impact Microsoft and its products have on the 2002 economy. The forces at work today may be
stronger than those in play thirty years ago. |

The problem was aptly summarized in the following quotations (by Senator Tunney during
Senate debate) from testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee by United States Circuit
Judge J. Skelly Wright, Chief Judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit:

“By definition, antitrust violators wield great influence and economic power. They

often bring significant pressure to bear on government, and even on the courts, in

connection with the handling of consent decrees. The public is properly concerned

whether such pressure results in settlements which might shortchange the public
interest. . . . Because of the powerful influence of antitrust defendants and the
complexity and importance of antitrust litigation, the public r.easonably asks in many
instances whether in reaching a settlement, the government gave up more than it

need have or should have. Some response to this public concern is desirable, in my

opinion, not only to ensure that the compromise struck by the Justice Department is

fair from the public’s point of view, but also to alleviate fears which, even if

unfounded, are unhealthy in and of themselves.”

Cong. Rec. Senate, July 18, 1973, pp. 24597-24598.
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C. ON THE PRESENT RECORD THE UNITED STATES WILL NOT BE ABLE
TO COMPLY WITH THE COURT ORDER OF NOVEMBER 8, 2001,
REQUIRING CERTIFICATION BY THE UNITED STATES OF
COMPLIANCE WITH TUNNEY ACT PROCEDURES
On November 8, 2001, this Court ordered the United States to file, when appropriate, a
certification of compliance with the Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act (Tunney Act). Given the
apparent failure of Microsoft to comply with the Tunney Act and the United States’ knowledge of
this apparent compliance failure, it would appear to be difficult, if not impossible, for the United
States to provide the required certification in good faith. This difficulty provides another reason for
the Court to order compliance by Microsoft with the terms of 15 U.S.C. § 16(g).
D. THE COURT SHOULD AGAIN ORDER FULL DISCLOSURE, ALLOW
FULL DISCOVERY OF THE NECESSARY FACTS, AND EXTEND THE

TIME FOR COMMENTS OR TERMINATE CONSIDERATION OF THE
RPFJ

Even if Microsoft chooses to amend the Microsoft Description in an attempt to comply with
a secqnd court order (after defying the first court order) withrespectto 15 US.C. § 16(g), the Court
should consider allowing limited discovery by Relpromax Antitrust Inc., as an amicus curiae, into
the communications revealed and into the issue of whether all communications were in fact revealed
in order to avoid the prospect that Microsoft’s initial reticence infects a disclosure which purports
to be in accord with the terms of a second disclosure order.

Alternatively, in the interests of judicial economy, the Court may terminate all consideration
of the RPF]J at this time and deny entry of the RPFJ on the grounds that the Court has not been
provided with the information the statute requires the defendant to provide as a condition precedent

to approval of a consent judgment in these circumstances.
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E. IF THE COURT DOES NOT ORDER FULL DISCLOSURE NOW, ENTRY

' OF THE RPFJ COULD BE REVERSED ON APPEAL FOR THAT REASON
ALONE; HOWEVER, IF THE COURT ORDERS ADDITIONAL
DISCLOSURE AND THEN ENTERS THE RPFJ, THERE WOULD BE A
LOWER POSSIBILITY OF REVERSAL DUE TO DEFENDANT’S FAILURE
TO COMPLY WITH THE DISCLOSURE PROVISIONS OF THE TUNNEY
ACT

Given the procedural history of this case (i.e., Judges Sporkin and Jackson were rem_oved
from this case or its predecessors by the Court of Appeals), it would inde;ed be unfortunate if the
Court were to allow Microsoft to withhold information to which the public has a statutory right,
determine that entry of the RPFJ is in the public interest, and then be reversed on appeal due to the
failure of Microsoft to comply with 15 U.S.C. § 16(g) (necessitating re-commencement of the
Tunney Act procedures with respect to the current RPFJ several years from now). Alternatively, if
the Court were to order full compliance with the Tunney Act now, the delay would be minimal (on
the order of sixty (60) days) and (assuming Microsoft made a true and complete disclosure) any
decision to enter the RPFJ could not be reversed due to Microsoft’s failure to comply with its

disclosure obligations under the Tunney Act.

F. RELPROMAX AS THE ONLY PARTY OR PROPOSED AMICUS CURIAE

WITH AN EXPRESSED INTEREST IN OBTAINING A FULL DISCLOSURE

FROM MICROSOFT SHOULD BE GRANTED THE RIGHT TO LIMITED

PARTICIPATION AS AN AMICUS CURIAE IN THE TUNNEY ACT
PROCEEDINGS

Clearly, Microsoft, the United States, and the Settling States have little or no interest in

inquiring into the communications Microsoft should have disclosed pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(g)

or into the adequacy of the Microsoft Description. Their only interest (explicitly expressed so far)

is in obtaining Court approval of the RPFJ as fast as possible. In particular, the United States

Department of Justice presumably already has knowledge, at a minimum, of certain undisclosed

communications made to the Justice Department by Microsoft lobbyist Charles F. Rule from on or

-24-

MTC-00030631 0706



before October 1, 2001, through November 6, 2001.

The Litigating States'® (the governments which did not settle in Civil Action No. 98-1233)
are not parties to Civil Action No. 98-1232. While they and their citizens of course have Tunney Act
rights, the Litigating States have, so far, expressed little interest on the record of Civil Action No.
98-1232 in obtaining for their citizens’ consideration during the comment period the information
from Microsoft to which the public is entitled under the Tunney Act.

Given his responsibility for the Antitrust Division and his signature on the Stipulation filed
with the RPFJ on November 6, 2001, the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Antitrust
Division knew, or in the exercise of reasonable care should have known, that lobbyist Rule was one
of Microsoft’s principal representatives during the negotiations which led to the RPFJ and was not,
at the time, counsel of record for Microsoft. As far as can be determined from the public court record
of this case, the United States has not exerted itself in any way to obtain a proper disclosure from
Microsoft or to encourage Microsoft to amend the Microsoft Description.

The attitude of the Justice Department has changed under the leadership of Attorney General
John Ashcroft.!! The Department’s attitude toward this civil action was perhaps best expressed by
Assistant Attorney General James at the December 12, 2001, Senate Judiciary Committee hearing.

Due to a roll call vote, Mr. James was given just a few moments for his opening remarks of the day.

10 The Litigating States are the District of Columbia, California, Connecticut,
Florida, Iowa, Kansas, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Utah, and West Virginia.

t David Israelite, Mr. Ashcroft’s Deputy Chief of Staff, reportedly owns 100 shares
of Microsoft stock worth about $6,610 at the close of trading on January 18, 2002. Dautch Dec.,
9 44 and Attachment 8. David Israelite recused himself from any involvement in the antitrust suit
against Microsoft. The President’s campaign, his Inaugural fund, Attorney General Ashcroft, and
his various campaign committees received about $180,000 in contributions from Microsoft and
its employees in 1999 and 2000. Dautch Dec., ¥ 2 and Attachment 1. Mr. Ashcroft has not
recused himself from any involvement in the antitrust suit against Microsoft.
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The first point he chose to make was “some argue that the case never should have been filed.”"

Another reason for the statutory requirement of fifty (50) days to consider the defendant’s
communications is that the significance of any individual communication in light of the RPFJ may
only be apparent to one person or a few persons. The consideration time allows interested persons
either to consult with others or experts or to conduct additional informal or (with the Court’s
approval) formal inquiries into the facts in order to be able to advise both the United States and the
Court of the full implications of the disclosures in light of the RPFJ. Given the carefully crafted
statutory arrangement, the Congress realized that the Court on its own can not be expected either
to uncover or understand all the implications of Microsoft’s communications for the RPFJ without
the assistance of persons at least interested enough in the RPFJ, the rule of law, and/or the
avoidance of another impeachment inquiry due to, inter alia, an abuse of the antitrust settlement
power to devote their time to the public interest in this matter.

Given that Relpromax is an interested person and, in particular, interested in obtaining the
information to which it has a statutory right pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(g), it would be appropriate
and in the public interest for the Court to enter an order, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(f)(3), in the form
submitted herewith authorizing limited participation by Relpromax in proceedings before the court.

The Court has extended itself to make all of Microsoft’s communications available to the
entire nation by instituting electronic filing for the captioned civil actions. This means that anyone
anywhere with Internet access and a PACER (“Public Access to Court Electronic Records”) account
is able to read Microsoft’s Description of its communications concerning and relevant to the RPFJ

without having to travel all the way from one end of the country to the courthouse.

12 The full preliminary transcript is attached as Attachment 49 to the Dautch Dec.
The remarks referred to appear on page 10.
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It is now time for Microsoft to comply with the statute.
In Senate debate which preceded adoption of the Tunney Act, Sen. John Tunney quoted the

words of Supreme Court Justice Louis Brandeis to sum up the meaning and purpose of the Act:

“Sunlight is the best disinfectant.”

REQUEST FOR ORAL HEARING

The Court may order an oral hearing on this motion pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(f)(5) which
provides in full that:

“In making its determination under subsection (e) of this section, the court may -

. .. (5) take such other action in the public interest as the court may deem appropriate. ”

It is in the public interest that the proper statutorily required disclosure be made. It is further
in the public interest that the public be allowed their statutory right to consider the full ramifications
of the RPF]J for fifty (50) days after a true and complete disclosure by Microsoft of all non-exempt
communications with officers or employees of the United States concerning or relevant to the RPFJ.
Accordingly, pursuant to 15 USC sec. 16(f) (5), movant requests an oral hearing on this motion at
the Court’s earliest convenience.

Respectfully submitted

PN Ho hady

January 24, 2002 Peter Peckarsky (D.C. Bar No. 266’171)
1615 L Street, N.W., Suite 850
Washington, D.C. 20036
Telephone: (202) 785-0100
Telecopier: (202) 408-5200

Attorney for Relpromax Antitrust Inc.

13 Cong. Rec. Senate, July 18, 1973, p. 24599.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA )
) CIVIL ACTION NO. 98-1232 (CKK)
Plaintiff, )
)
v. )
)
MICROSOFT CORPORATION, )
)
Defendant. )
)
STATE OF NEW YORK ex rel. )
Attorney General ELIOT SPITZER, et al., )
) CIVIL ACTION NO. 98-1233 (CKK)
Plaintiffs, )
) Next Court Deadline:
) March 4, 2002
) Pre-hearing Conference
v. )
' )
MICROSOFT CORPORATION, )
)
Defendant. )
).
DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH
1. My name is Brian Dautch. I am a law clerk for Peter Peckarsky, Esq. I have personal

knowledge of the facts testified to below and if called as a witness could testify to those
facts.

2. Attached hereto as Attachment 1 is a copy of an article dated September 6, 2001 and
titled “Microsoft Antitrust Case: An Update on the Company’s Lobbying and Campaign
Contributions” and related information which was downloaded from the website

(www.opensecrets.org) of The Center For Responsive Politics (“CRP”). The chart on page
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2 of Attachment 1 shows that Microsoft an its emp;loyees contributed about $6.8 million to
national political parties and federal candidates from 1997 through July 31,2001. The chart
on page 3 of Attachment 1 shows that Microsoft spent about. $17.1 million on federal
lobbying from 1997 through December 31, 2000. The CRP reported it had found $161,250
in contributions from Microsoft or its employees to the Bush campaign or the Bush-Cheney
Inaugural Fund. The CRP also reported it had found $19,250 in contributions in 1999 and
2000 to the campaign of Attorney General Ashcroft and to the Ashcroft Victory Committee.
The listings and dates for $19,000 of these contributions are shown in Attachment 1 hereto.

Attached hereto as Attachment 2 is a copy of a copy of the mission statement of the
Center For Responsive Politics which was downloaded from the website

(www.opensecrets.org) of The Center For Responsive Politics.

Attached hereto as Attachment 3 is a copy of the unsworn Statement of Charles F.
| (Rick) Rule, presented on December 12, 2001, to the Senate Judiciary Committee. Attached
hereto as Attachment 4 is a copy of a Lobbying Registfation for registrant Covington &
Burling dated June 29, 1998. Attached hereto as Attachment 7 is a copy of Charles F. “Rick”
Rule’s resume, which I obtained from the website of Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver, and
Jacobson (www.friedfrank.com).

Attached hereto as Attachment 5 is a copy of an item from the front page of the A
section of The Wall Street Journal, dated November 16, 2001.

Attached hereto as Attachment 6 is a copy of the preliminary transcript of the
December 12,2001 Senate Judiciary Committee hearing concerning the proposed settlement
of the Microsoft antitrust case.

Attached hereto as Attachment 8 is a copy of an article titled “States Biding for Time
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

to Study Microsoft Settlement Plan” by Stephen Labaton which appeared in The New York
Times, November 2, 2001, on pages C1 and C4.

Attached hereto as Attachment 9 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 5, 1999, in
which Barbour, Griffith, and Rogers (“BGR”) reported that during the first half of 1999, it
received $300,000 from Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 10 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 13, 2000,
in which BGR reported that during the last half of 1999, it received $320,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 11 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 12, 2000,
in which BGR reported that during the first half of 2000, it received $300,000 from
Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto_ as Attachment 12 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 14, 2001,
in which BGR reported that during the last half of 2000, it received $240,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 13 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 14, 2001,
in which BGR reported that during the first half of 2001, it received $220,000 from
Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hgreto as Attachment 14 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 6, 1998,
in which Clark and Weinstock (“CW?”) reported that during the last half of 1997, it recetved
$80,000 from Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 15 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 4, 1998, in

which CW reported that during the first half of 1998, it received $160,000 from Microsoft

for lobbying.
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Ié.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Attached hereto as Attachment 16 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 11, 1999,
in which CW reported that during the last half of 1998, it received $220,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 17 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 9, 1999, in
which CW reported that during the first half of 1999, it received $220,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 18 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 11, 2000,
in which CW reported that during the first half of 2000, it received $280,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 19 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 9, 2001,
in which CW reported that during the last half of 2000, it received $280,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 20 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 9, 2001, in
which CW reported that during the first half of 2001, it received $240,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 21 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 4, 1998, in
which Covington & Burling (“CB”) reported that during the first half of 1998, it recel;ved
$40,000 from Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 22 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 4, 1999,
in which CB reported that during the last half of 1998, it received $60,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 23 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 10, 1999,
in which CB reported that during the first half of 1999, it received $40,000 from Microsoft

-4-
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23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 24 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 13, 1998,
in which Downey Chandler, Inc. (“DCI”) reported that during the last half of 1997, it
received $60,000 from Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 25 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 7, 1998, in
which DCl reported that during the first half of 1998, it received $80,000 from Microsoft for
lobbying. |

Attached hereto as Attachment 26 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 16, 1999,
in which DCI reported that during the last half of 1998, it received $60,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 27 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated July 30, 1999, in
which DCI reported that during the first half of 1999, it received $80,000 from Microsoft for
lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 28 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 14, 2000,
in which DCI (now called Downey McGrath Group, Inc., or “DMG”), reported that during
the last half of 1999, it received $100,000 from Microsoft for lobbying. -

Attached hereto as Attachment 29 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 11, 2000,
in which DMG reported that during the first half of 2000, it received $80,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 30 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 14,2001,
in which DMG reported that during the last half of 2000, it received $40,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 31 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 14, 2001,

5.

" r ‘ )
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31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

in which DMG reported that during the first half of 2001, it received $60,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 32 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 14, 2000,
in which Lackman & Associates, L.L.C., (“L&A”) reported that up to June 30, 2000, it
received $17,500 from Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 33 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated January 21, 2000,
in which McSlarrow & Associates, L.L.C. (“MA”) reported that during the last half of 1999,
it received $40,000 from Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 34 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 10, 2000,
in which MA (now known as McSlarrow Consulting, L.L.C., or “MC”) reported that during
the first half of 2000, it received $40,000 from Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 35 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 2, 2001,
in which MC reported that during the last half of 2000, it’received $60,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 36 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 12, 2001,
in which MC reported that during the first half of 2001, it received $60,000 from Microsoft
for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 37 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 11, 2000,
in which Microsoft reported that during the first half of 2000, it spent $3,340,000 for
lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 38 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 17, 1998,
in which Preston, Gates, Ellis, & Rouvelas Meeds, L.L.P. (“PGERM?”) reported that during
the last half of 1997, it received $220,000 from Microsoft for lobbying.

-6-
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39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

Attached hereto as Attachment 39 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 14, 1998,
in which PGERM reported that during the first half of 1998, it received $360,000 from
Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 40 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 14, 2000,
in which PGERM reported that during the last half of 1999, it received $200,000 from
Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 41 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 14, 2000 in
which PGERM reported that during the first half of 2000, it received $220,000 from
Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 42 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated February 14, 2001,
in which PGERM reported that during the last half of 2000, it received $260,000 from
Microsoft for lobbying.

Attached hereto as Attachment 43 is a copy of Form LD-2 dated August 14, 2001,
in which PGERM reported that during the first half of 2001, it received $120,000 from
Microsoft for lobbying.

On January 14, 2001, I called the Bureau of Labor Statistics to inquire about changes
in the Consumer Price Index. The BLS advised me that a Consumer Price Index of 100 on
January 1, 1972 would equate to a CPI of 326 on January 1, 2001.

According to the Wall Street Journal of January 21, 2002, p. C8, the closing price of
Microsoft common stock on January 18, 2002 was $66.10 per share.

Attached hereto as Attachment 44 is a copy of a press release dated November 6,
2001, from Congressman John Conyers, Jr., which appears to contain the text of a letter
dated November 6, 2001, from Rep. Conyers to The Honorable John Ashcroft, Attorney

-7-

L T ‘e . v -

MTC-00030631 0718



General of the United States.

46.  Attached hereto as Attachment 45 is a copy of the basic statement of facts in the Statement
Of Information, Hearings Before The Committee On The Judiciary House Of
Representatives, Ninety-Third Congress, Second Session, Pursuant To H. Res. 803, Book
V, Part I, Department Of Justice ITT Litigation - Richard Kleindienst Nomination Hearings.

47. Attached hereto as Attachment 46 are copies of pages 614-615, 634-636 from the
Supporting Evidence in Statement Of Information, Hearings Before The Committee 6n The
Judiciary House Of Representatives, Ninety-Third Congress, Second Session, Pursuant To
H. Res. 803, Book V, Part II, Department Of Justice ITT Litigation - Richard Kleindienst
Nomination Hearings. A two (2) page memorandum dated June 25, 1971, from D. D. Beard
to W. R. Merriam is on pages 614-615. Columns by Jack Anderson dated February 29, 1972,
March 1, 1972, and March 3, 1972, appear on pages 634-636, respectively.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct, executed in

Brian Dautch

 Washington, D.C., on January 23, 2002.

S T . - -
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Alerts: Current Congress . .
or Microsoft Antitrust Case: MONEY |
MertListSignup  An Update on the Company's POLITICS A
Alerts: 106th Congress  -OPDYing and Campaign Contributions Sept. 6, 20
Vol. 6, No.

Alerts: 105th Congress After more than three years of investigations, litigation and
intensive lobbying, the Justice Department today announced it

Alerts: 104th Congress would no fonger seek a break-up of the computer giant t{rée“paézd“
Microsoft, ending one aspect of a landmark case that sent the tel‘—L*202-857-
company's campaign contributions soaring and formally fax.: 202-857

FORMAT TO PRINT introduced the computer industry to Washington politics.
E-MAIL TO A FRIEND

The decision by the Bush administration to vacate the lawsuit
that was first initiated in 1998 by the Clinton Justice
Department is considered a major victory for Microsoft, which
nearly tripled its campaign contributions and more than
doubled its iobbying expenditures during its fight against the

I,

i
Hes antitrust case. ‘
FOLH;EE%%LES’TVE During the 1999-2000 election cycle, Microsoft contributed
POLITICS more than $4.7 million in soft money, PAC and individual

contributions to federal candidates and parties—almost three
times what the company contributed during the previous three
election cycles combined. More than half that money went to
Republicans.

The Bush campaign reported $61,250 in contributions from
Microsoft employees during 1898-2000. Attorney General John
Ashcroft, a former U.S. Senator from Missouri, reported just
$9,250 in contributions from Microsoft during the last elections,
though the company did contribute $10,000 to the Ashcroft
Victory Committee, a soft money account run jointly by the
Ashcroft campaign and the National Republican Senatorial
Committee.

But that's not all the money that Microsoft has thrown around
Washington in recent years. During the calendar year 2000
alone, Microsoft spent aimost $6.4 million to lobby Congress
and the Clinton administration, according to reports filed with
the U.S. Senate. That's a significant increase over the $4.9
million in lobbying expenditures the company reported in 1999.
And Microsoft also was a major contributor to the Bush-
Cheney Inaugural Fund, donating $100,000 to the gala last
January.

Just months into the 2001-02 election cycle, Microsoft aiready
ranks as a significant contributor, giving just over $700,000 to
federal parties and candidates, split almost evenly between the
two major parties. (This includes contributions reported to the
FEC through the end of July.)

However, the lawsuit's most significant impact on campaign
finance extends beyond Microsoft itself. The antitrust lawsuit
proved to be a major turning point in the tech industry’s
involvement in Washington politics.

http://www.opensecrets.org/alerts/v6/alertv6_26.asp
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Shortly after the Justice Department launched its lawsuit,
Microsoft became one of the first computer companies to open
lobbying offices in Washington and was one of the first to
contribute major soft money dollars to the political parties. By
the year 2000, computers and Internet companies ranked No.
7 on the list of the biggest industry givers on the federal level,
contributing more than $39.7 million. Since 1997, Microsoft
has been the industry's biggest contributor.

Click here for a look at Microsoft's contributions to:

Members of the House in 1999-2000
Members of the House in 2001
Members of the Senate in 1995-00
Members of the Senate in 2001

And click here for the company's lobbying expenditures dating
back to 1997.

Microsoft Soft Money, PAC & Individual Contributions
to Federal Parties and Candidates, 1993-2001*

Election Cycle Total Dems Repubs
1993-94 $109,134 $76,566 $30,918
1995-96 $256,634 $129.474 $104,210
1987-98 $1,407,271 $482,903 $903.118
1999-00 $4,701,631 $2,153,064 $2.488,943
2001-02 $700,085 $328,955 $371,130

*Based on FEC data downloaded 9/1/01. The totals for the 2002 election cycle
‘including fund-raising numbers reported to the FEC through July 31, 2001.

http://www.opensecrets.org/alerts/v6/alertvé_26.asp
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THE CENTER FOR RESPONSIVE POLITICS

Money in Politics Alert
Microsoft Antitrust Case

Microsoft Lobbying Expenditures, 1997-00% |

. e o o . e e e ez e R

r Calendar Year || Lobby Total f

17 | 52120000

1998 | s3740000
| 1999 | s4860000

.ll 2000 | s6360000

*Based on filings with the US Senate.
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Microsoft PAC & Individual
Contributions to the Senate, 2001*

Back to Alert
Name Total

Wayne Allard (R-Coio) $1.500
Max Baucus (D-Mont) $1,000
Evan Bayh (D-ind) $2,000
Robert F. Bennett (R-Utah) $1,000
Joseph R. Biden Jr (D-Del) $1.000
Maria Cantwell (D-Wash) $35,250
Jean Carnahan {D-Mo) £1.000
Max Cieland (D-Ga) $1.000
Hitlary Rodham Clinton (D-NY) 51,000
Thad Cochran (R-Miss) $3.000
Susan Collins (R-Me) $2,000
Larry E. Craig (R-ldaho) $2,000
Pete V. Domenici (R-NM) $2,000
Byron L. Dorgan (D-ND) $1,000
Richard J. Durbin (D-l1) $1,000
Michaet B. Enzi (R-Wyo) $1,000
Phil Gramm (R-Texas) $1.000
Charles E. Grassley (R-iowa) $1,000
Chuck Hagel (R-Neb) $2,000

om Harkin (D-lowa) $1,000
Tim Hutchinson (R-Ark) $4,000
Jlames M. inhofe (R-Okla) $1,000
Daniet K. Inouye (D-Hawaii) $500

im Johnson (D-SD) $2,000
Mary L. Landrieu (D-La) $3,500
Patrick J. Leahy (D-Vt) $250
Car! Levin (D-Mich) $3,000
Blanche Lambert Lincoin (D-Ark) 51,000
Mitch McConnell (R-Ky) $9,750
Patty Murray (D-Wash) ($3.000)
Jack Reed (D-RI) $1,000
(Pait Roberts (R-Kan) $1.000 |
thn D. Rockefeller IV (D-WVa) $1,000
[J-e;Sessmns (R-Ala} $3,000 i
Gordon Smitn (R-Ore) $4,000 |
Robert C. Smith (R-NH) $1.000
Deborah Ann Stabenow {D-Mich) { 51,000
Ted Stevens (R-Alaska) ! $6,000

*Based on FEC data downloaded 9/1/01.
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Microsoft PAC & Individual
Contributions to the Senate, 1995-00*

Back to Alert
[ Name PAC & indiv
Total
Patty Murray (D-Wash) $48,236
yohn McCain (R-Ariz) $47,449
Maria Cantwell (D-Wash) $25,350
Conrad Burns (R-Mont) $20,250
Edward M. Kennedy {D-Mass) $15.000
Bill Frist (R-Tenn} $12,500
Dianne Feinstein {D-Calif) $12,000
jon L. Kyl (R-Ariz) $12,000
jeff Bingaman (D-NM) | $12,000
Rick Santorum (R-Pa) $11,000
oseph (. Lieberman (D-Conn) $10.500
ohn Ensign (R-Nev) $10,000
Mike DeWine (R-Ohio) $10,000
Max Baucus (D-Mont) $10,000
Olympia ). Snowe (R-Maine) $10,000
Deborah Ann Stabenow (D-Mich) $8.250
Patrick j. Leahy {D-Vt) $7,150
Ron Wyden (D-Ore) $6,000
Ernest F. Hollings (D-SC) $6,000
[Trent Lott (R-Miss) $6.000
George Alien (R-Va) $5,500
Kent Conrad (D-ND) $5.500
Max Cleland (D-Ga) $5,250
Mary L. Landrieu (D-La) $5,000
Ben Nelson {D-Neb) $5.000
Hillary Rodham Clinton (D-NY) $5,000
Charles E. Schumer (D-NY) $5.000
[Tom Daschle (D-SD) $5,000
Robert C. Smith (R-NH) $4,500
Christopher’). Dodd (D-Conn) , $4,000
Kay Bailey Hutchison (R-Texas) $4,000
Phil Gramm (R-Texas) $3,800
Jack Reed (D-R1) $3,500
Michael D. Crapo (R-ldaho) $3.500
james M. Jeffords (R-Vt) $3.250
Sam Brownback (R-Kan) $3.000
Zell Miller (D-Ga) $3.,000
Mitch McConnell (R-Ky) $3,000
Richard G. Lugar (R-Ind) $3,000
. Lincoln D. Chafee {(R-RI) ! $3,000
o - - . o )
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Byron L. Dorgan (D-ND} $2,500
Daniel K. Akaka (D-Hawaii) $2,500
Gordon Smith (R-Ore) $2,500
iArlen Specter (R-Pa) $2,500
ITim Hutchinson (R-Ark) $2,000
Barbara Boxer (D-Calif) $2,000
Evan Bayh {D-ind) $2,000
Chuck Hagel (R-Neb) $2,000
(Ted Stevens (R-Alaska) $2,000
Richard J. Durbin (D-lIf) $2,000
Pete V. Domenici (R-NM) $2,000
john D. Rockefeller IV (D-WVa) $2.000
eff Sessions (R-Ala) $2,000
Charles €. Grassiey (R-lowa) $2,000
Robert F. Bennett (R-Utah) $2.,000
im Bunning (R-Ky) $1,500
George V. Voinovich (R-Ohio) $1,500
Robert C. Byrd (D-WVa) $1,500
Blanche Lambert Lincoln (D-Ark) $1,500
[Thomas R. Carper (D-Del) $1.500
lohn Kerry (D-Mass) $1,250
Carl Levin (D-Mich) $1,250
Bill Nelson (D-Fla) $1,000
Christopher S. Bond (R-Mo) $1,000
Fred Thompson (R-Tenn) $1,000
chn B. Breaux (D-La) $1,000
Bob Graham (D-Fla) $1,000
Strom Thurmond (R-5C) $1.000
Larry E. Craig (R-idaho) $1,000
Paul S. Sarbanes (D-Md) $1,000
Don Nickles (R-Okla) $1,000
Peter G. Fitzgerald (R-Ul) $1,000
Robert G. Torricelli (D-N]) $1,000
Frank H. Murkowski {R-Alaska) $1,000
[Tim Johnson (D-SD} $1,000
Wayne Allard (R-Colo) $1,000
judd Gregg (R-NH) $1,000
Craig Thomas (R-Wyo) $1,000
Ben Nighthorse Campbell (R-Colo) $1,000

*Based on FEC data downioaded 9/1/01.

http://www.opensecrets.org/pressreleases/microsoft/senate00.htm
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Contributions to the House, 2001*

Back to Alert
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ame Total*

Dick Armey (R-Texas) $2,.500
Spencer Bachus (R-Ala) $1,000
Joe L. Barton (R-Texas) $1.500
Xavier Becerra (D-Calif) $500
Ken Bentsen (D-Texas) $1,000
Howard L. Berman (D-Caiif) $1,000
Michael Bilirakis (R-Fla) $1,000
Henry Boniila (R-Texas) $1,000
Mary Bono (R-Calif) $1,000
Rick Boucher (D-Va) $1,500
Kevin Brady (R-Texas) ’ $500
Sherrod Brown (D-Ohio) $500
Ed Bryant (R-Tenn) $1,000
Richard M. Burr (R-NC) $1,500
ISteve Buyer (R-ind) $2.500
Lois Capps (D-Calif) $1,000
Steve Chabot (R-Ohio) $1.500
Barbara Cubin (R-Wyo) $2,000
Randy "Duke" Cunningham (R-Calif) $1,500
jim Davis (D-Fla} $500
Thomas M. Davis i} (R-va) $500
Diana Degette (D-Colo) $1,000
Peter Deutsch (D-Fla) $1,000
Norm Dicks (D-Wash) $4.000
john D. Dingell (D-Mich) $1,000
[Cal Dooley (D-Calif) $4,500
iennifer Dunn (R-Wash) $2,000
Chet Edwards {D-Texas) $1,000
Robert L. Ehrlich Jr (R-Md) $1,000
jo Ann Emerson (R-Mo) $500
lAnna G. Eshoo (D-Calif) $2.000
Bob Etheridge (D-NC) $1,000
Sam Farr (D-Calif) [ $1,000
Mike Ferguson (R-N)) | $500
Mark Foley (R-Fla) ! $1,000
i. Randy Forbes (R-Va) ' ( $1,000
{Haroid E. Ford Jr (D-Tenn) ( $2,000
Vito j. Fossella (R-NY) s] $1,000
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Martin Frost (D-Texas) $1,000
Elton Gallegly (R-Calif) $1,000
George W. Gekas (R-Pa) $500
Richard A. Gephardt (D-Mo) $5,000
im Gibbons (R-Nev) $500
Benjamin A. Gilman (R-NY) $1.000
Robert W. Goodlatte (R-Va) $1,000
Bart Gordon {D-Tenn) $1,000
Lindsey Graham (R-SC) 54,500
Sam Graves {R-Mo) $2,000
Mark Green (R-Wis) $1,500
ane Harman {D-Calif) $500
Melissa A. Hart (R-Pa) $1,500
Dennis Hastert (R-Iil} $1,000
David L. Hobson (R-Ohio) | $1.000
Rush D. Holt (D-NJj $1.500
Mike Honda (D-Calif) $1,000
lamo Houghton (R-NY) $2,000
Steny H. Hoyer (D-Md) $1,000
Kenny Huishof (R-Mo) $1.000
ay Inslee (D-Wash) $28,500
john H. Isakson (R-Ga) [ $500
Sheila Jackson Lee (D-Texas) $1,000
iwilliam J. Jefferson (D-La) $1,000
Nancy L. Johnson (R-Conn) $2,000
Sam Johnson (R-Texas) $1,000
Ric Keller (R-Fla) $1.000
Mark Kennedy (R-Minn) $500
Patrick ). Kennedy (D-RIl) $1,000
jim Kolbe (R-Ariz) $1.500
Rick Larsen (D-Wash) $15.500
lohn B. Larson (D-Conn) $500
Sander M. Levin (D-Mich) $3,000
Jerry Lewis (R-Calif) $1,000
Zoe Lofgren (D-Calif) $1.000
William P. "Bill" Luther {D-Minn) $500
Robert T. Matsui (D-Calif) $2.000
Jim McDermott (D-Wash) $2,000
,{Scott Mcinnis (R-Colo) $1,000
lGregory W. Meeks (D-NY) $1,000
George Miller (D-Calif) $1,000
Dennis Moore (D-Kan) $1,000
lames P. Moran (D-Va) $1,000
Sue Myrick (R-NC) $1,000
George Nethercutt (R-Wash) r $2,000
Bob Ney (R-Ohio) | $2.000
im Nussie (R-lowa) ! $1.000
!Douglas A. Ose (R-Calif) | $1,000
C. L. 'Butch' Otter (R-ldaho) { $1.000
Michael G. Oxley {R-Ohia) | $1.500
INancy Pelosi (D-Calif) | $1,000
Charles W. "Chip" Pickering jr | $1.000
|

(R-Miss)

http://www.opensecrets.org/pressreieases/microsoft/house01.htm
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Earf Pomeroy (D-NO) $1,000
David E. Price (D-NC) $1,000
Deborah Pryce (R-Ohioj $1,000
jim Ramstad (R-Minn) $500
Denny Rehberg (R-Mont) $500
Harold Rogers (R-Ky) $1,000
Mike Rogers (R-Mich) $500
Ed Royce (R-Calif) $300
Paul D. Ryan (R-Wis) $3,000
Max Sandlin {D-Texas) $500
Tom Sawyer (D-Ohio) l $2,000
F. James Sensenbrenner jr (R-Wis) i $1,000
lohn Shadegg (R-Ariz) | $1.000
John M. Shimkus (R-ill) $1.000
Adam Smith {(D-Wash) $10,500
Lamar Smith (R-Texas) $1,000
lciitt stearns (R-Fla) i $1,000
Charles W. Stenholm (D-Texas) [ $1,000
liohn E. Sununu (R-NH) $3,500
Hohn Tanner (D-Tenn) $500
Ellen O. Tauscher (D-Calif) $2,000
W. ). "Billy"” Tauzin (R-La) $2,500
[Todd Tiahrt (R-Kan) $500
Edolphus Towns (D-NY) $2.000
Fred Upton (R-Mich) $2,000
Greg Walden (R-Ore) $1,500
I. C. Watts Jr (R-Okla) $1,000
Henry A. Waxman (D-Calif) $1,000
\Anthony Weiner (D-NY) $500
yerry Weller (R-}ll) $1,000
Edward Whitfield (R-Ky) $1,000
Heather A. Wilson (R-NM) $1,000
Frank R. Wolf (R-Va) $1,000
Don Young (R-Alaska) $1,000

*Based on FEC data downloaded 9/1/01.

http://www.opensecrets.org/pressreleases/microsoft/house01.htm
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ay inslee (D-Wash) $131,600
Brian Baird {D-Wash) $39,900
Rick Larsen (D-Wash) $35.600
Adam Smith (D-Wash) $31,750
jennifer Dunn (R-Wash) $15,450
lcal Dooley (D-Calif $12,500
Robert W. Goodlatte (R-Va) $11,750
George Nethercutt (R-Wash) $10,000
Richard "Doc" Hastings (R-Wash) $9,500
Norm Dicks (D-Wash) $7,500
Ellen O. Tauscher (D-Calif) ' $7.500
lAnna G. Eshoo {D-Calif) $7.000
Roy Blunt (R-Mo) $7,000
Charles B. Range! (D-NY) $7.000
Barbara Cubin (R-Wyo) $6,500
Robert T. Matsui (D-Calif) $6.,500
James P. Moran (D-Va) $6,500
Isteve Chabot (R-Ohio) $6,000
Martin Frost (D-Texas) $6,000
Dick Armey (R-Texas) $5.000
john T. Doolittle (R-Calif) $5.000
[Tom DeLay (R-Texas) $5.000
Richard A. Gephardt (D-Mo) $5,000
Bart Gordon (D-Tenn) $5,000
lohn Conyers jr (D-Mich) $5,000
Carolyn McCarthy (D-NY) $5,000
Zoe Lofgren (D-Calif) $5,000
Ed Bryant (R-Tenn) $5,000
Thomas M. Davis il (R-Va) $4,500
John D. Dingell (D-Mich) $4,500
jiim Kolbe (R-Ariz) $4,500
Henry . Hyde (R-lll} $4,000
George W. Gekas (R-Pa) $4,000
Eﬁm Roemer (D-ind) $4,000
Charles W. "Chip" Pickering Jr (R-Miss) $4,000
Heather A. Wilson (R-NM) $4,000
iBob Etheridge {D-NC) $4,000

ames E. Clyburn (D-SC} $4.000
- T
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IHoward Cobie (R-NC) 54,000
IDavid Vitter (R-La) $4,000
iChristopher R. Cannon (R-Utah) $3.500
ILois Capps (D-Calif) $3,500
Harold E. Ford jr (D-Tenn) $3,500
Paul D. Ryan (R-Wis) 53,500
iAdam Putnam {(R-Fla) $3,500
Ed Schrock (R-Va) $3,500
jim McDermott (D-Wash) $3,500
INancy L. Johnson (R-Conn) $3,500
ianne Northup (R-Ky) $3,500
ljim McCrery (R-La) $3,000
IRick Boucher (D-Va) $3,000
iMartin T. Meehan (D-Mass) $3,000
Howard L. Berman (D-Calif) $3,000
Ken Bentsen {D-Texas) $3,000 -
Wiliiam P. "Bill” Luther (D-Minn) $3,000
Spencer Bachus (R-Al3) $3.000
IMary Bono (R-Caliif) $3,000
Richard M. Burr (R-NC) $3,000
Steve Buyer (R-ind) $3,000
lchris John (D-La) $3,000
Ralph M. Hail (D-Texas) $3,000
Mark Green (R-Wis) $3,000
Bud Cramer (D-Ala) $3,000
Philip M. Crane (R-Hll) $3,000 -
im Gibbons (R-Nev) $3.000
ﬁ\andy "Duke* Cunningham (R-Calif) $3,000
Diana Degette (D-Colo) $3.000
Elton Gallegly (R-Calif) $3.,000
Mito ]. Fassella (R-NY) $3,000
Ron Kind (D-Wis) $3.000
‘\]ohn Shadegg {(R-Ariz) $3,000
[Edward Whitfield (R-Ky) $3,000
Edolphus Towns (D-NY) $3,000
Bennie Thompson (D-Miss) $3,000
8ill Thomas (R-Calif) $3.000
W. J. “Billy" Tauzin (R-La) $3,000
John Tanner (D-Tenn) $3,000 .
[E. Clay Shaw Jr (R-Fla) $3.000
ILindsey Graham (R-5C) $2,750
;F‘ james Sensenbrenner Jr (R-Wis) $2,749
Xavier Becerra (D-Calif) $2.500
i;;old Rogers (R-Ky) $2,500
Melvin Watt (D-NC) $2.500
Jim Davis (D-Fia) $2,500
ICliff Stearns (R-Fia) $2.500
IDarrell Issa (R-Calif) $2,500
IMike Honda (D-Calif) $2.500
HKenny Hulshof (R-Mo) 52,500
Tom Sawyer (D-Ohio) $2,500
Porter J. Goss (R-Fla} $2,500
iSam Farr (D-Calif) $2.,500
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Melissa A, Hart (R-Pa) , $2.500
Eo?stance A. Morella (R-Md) $2,500
Dennis Hastert (R-ill) $2,500
C. W. Bill Young (R-Fia) $2,500
Gene Green (D-Texas) $2,000
Ric Keller {R-Fla) $2,000
IRobert Aderholt (R-Ala) $2,000
Thomas Gerard Tancredo (R-Colo) $2,000
william ). Jefferson (D-La) $2,000
|Sheita Jackson Lee (D-Texas) $2,000
{Eddie Bernice Johnson (D-Texas) $2,000
IFelix | Grucci Jr (R-NY) $2,000
Mark Kennedy (R-Minn) $2,000
Charies W. Stenhoim (D-Texas) $2.000
Steny H. Hoyer (D-Md) $2,000
ﬁ)arlene Hooley (D-Ore} $2,000
Ichet Eawards (D-Texas) $2,000
[Tane Harman (D-Caiif) $2,000
Jeff Flake (R-Ariz) $2,000
IRobin Hayes (R-NC) $2,000
Mark Foley (R-Fia) $2,000
iBobby L. Rush (D-ll) $2,000
IHenry A. Waxman (D-Calif) $2,000
Tammy Baldwin (D-Wis) $2,000
Joe L. Barton (R-Texas) $2,000
Dennis Moore (D-Kan) $2,000
Gary G. Miller (R-Calif) $2,000
Dan Miller (R-Fla) $2,000
Richard W. Pombo (R-Calif) $2,000
Eari Pomeroy (D-ND) $2,000 :
Michael Bilirakis (R-Fla) $2.000
David E. Bonior (D-Mich) $2.000
lAdam Schiff (D-Calif) $2,000
Patrick J. Kennedy (D-RI) $2.000
§. C. watts Jr (R-Okla) $2.,000
iRon Lewis (R-Ky) $2.000
iH. James Saxton (R-NJ) $2,000 .
Bob Clement (D-Tenn) $2,000
Sander M. Levin (D-Mich) $2,000 ¢
Fred Upton (R-Mich) $2.000
Steve Largent (R-Okla) $2.000 .
jim Langevin (D-RI) $2,000
iChristopher Cox (R-Calif) $2,000
Don Young (R-Alaska) $2,000
Douglas A. Ose (R-Calif) $2,000
Richard E. Neal (D-Mass) $2,000
Donald L. Sherwood (R-Pa) $1.500
Pete Sessions (R-Texas) $1,500
Greg Ganske (R-lowa) $1.500
lRobert L. Enrlich Jr (R-Md) $1.500
Nernon ). Enlers (R-Mich) - 51,500
.;John E. Sununu {(R-NH) $1,500
jo Ann Davis {(R-Va) $1.500

http://www.opensecrets.org/pressreleases/microsoft/house00.ntm
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lBarney Frank (D-Mass) $1.500
lander Crenshaw (R-Fla) $1,500
C. L. 'Butch' Otter (R-idaho) $1,500
Greg Walden (R-Ore) $1,500
Henry 8rown (R-SC) $1,500
Michael G. Oxley (R-Ohio) $1,500
Charles Bass (R-NH) $1,500
Charlie Norwood (R-Ga) $1,500"
Rush D. Holt (D-N)) $1.500
iJim Ryun (R-Kan) $1.500
{Amo Houghton (R-NY) $1,500
Iscott Mcinnis (R-Colo) $1.500
j. D. Hayworth (R-Ariz) $1,500 -
lLoretta Sanchez (D-Calif) $1,500
Ron Paul (R-Texas) $1,250
Saxby Chambliss (R-Ga) $1,000 -
Edward J. Markey {D-Mass) $1,000
Dan Burton {R-Ind) $1,000
im Ramstad (R-Minn) $1,000
Ken Lucas {D-Ky) $1,000
Eric Cantor (R-Va) $1,000 -
IMaxine Waters (D-Calif) $1,000
Deborah Pryce {R-Ohio) $1,000
john Lewis (D-Ga) $1,000
frodd Akin (R-Mo) $1.000
William ‘Lacy’ Clay {D-Mo) $1,000
Jerry Lewis (R-Calif) $1.000°
ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-Fla) $1,000 -
Mark Udali (D-Colo) $1.000°
jﬁn Turner (D-Texas) $1.000 :
Brad Carson (D-Okla) $1,000
Roger Wicker (R-Miss) $1,000
Thomas M. Barrett {D-Wis) $1,000°
ohn P. Murtha (D-Pa) $1,000°
laibert R. Wynn (D-Md) $1,000
Mike Pence (R-ind) $1,000
Frank R. Wolf (R-Va) $1.000
m Quinn (R-NY) $1,000
David E. Price (D-NC) $1,000
Leonard L. Boswell {D-lowa) $1,000
[Henry Bonilla (R-Texas) $1,000
[karen Mccarthy (D-Mo) $1,000 -
Mike Ross (D-Ark) $1.,000
iSue Myrick (R-NC) $1,000
Bob Ney (R-Ohio) $1.000
ﬁames A. Barcia (D-Mich) $1.000
Marion Berry (D-Ark) $1.000
Bill Jenkins (R-Tenn) $1,000
[Gmar Smith (R-Texas) $1,000
Wic Snyder (D-Ark) $1,000
a-c;\nn Emerson (R-Mo) $1.000
{Baron P. Hill (D-Ind} $1,000
iDavid L. Hobsor (R-Ohio) $1,000

http://www.opensecrets.org/pressreleases/microsoft/house00.htm
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john M. Spratt Jr (D-5C) $1,000
{Gary A. Condit (D-Calif) $1,000
lJack Kingston (R-Ga) $1,000
Mike Ferguson (R-NJ) $1,000
ﬁ.lncoln Diaz-Bafart (R-Fia) §1.000
lLane Evans (D-ifl) $1,000
ohn M. Shimkus (R-lil) $1,000
|Bart Stupak (D-Mich) $1,000
INancy Pelosi (D-Calif) $1,000
John Thune (R-SD) $1.000
iFrank Pafione jr (D-N)) $1,000
Charlie Gonzalez (D-Texas) $1,000
iMarge Roukema (R-N)) $1,000
lpeter Deutsch (D-Fia) $1,000
John Culberson (R-Texas) $1,000
Lucille Roybal-Allard (D-Calif) $1,000 -
[David R. Obey (D-Wis) $1,000
IBrian D. Kerns (R-Ind) $1,000
!gam Johnson (R-Texas) $1.000
jim Nussle (R-lowa) $1,000
INathan Deal (R-Ga) $1,000
john L. Mica (R-Fla) $500
Paul E. Gilimor (R-Ohio) $500
Lynn Woolsey (D-Calif) $500
Max Sandlin (D-Texas) $500
@ally Herger (R-Calif) $500
lsanford D. Bishop jr (D-Ga) $500
Robert Wexier (D-Fla) $500
lanthony Weiner (D-NY) $500
john H. Isakson (R-Ga) $500
ipave Camp (R-Mich) $500
'Benjamin L. Cardin (D-Md) $500
{Eva Clayton (D-NC) $500
Jloseph Crowiey (D-NY) $500
)Erad Sherman (D-Calif) $500
Peter T. King (R-NY) $500
[loyd Doggett (D-Texas) $500
David Wu (D-Ore) $250

*Based on FEC data downloaded 9/1/01.
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Results: Presidential Donors Search

75 records found in .09 seconds.

SEARCH CRITERIA: O Sort by Name
Donor name: (all contributors)

Donor zip code: (any zip) O Sort by Date
Donor employer/occupation: Microsoft

Election cycle(s): 2000 @ Sort by Amount

{__Change Sort Order '

Start another search

Records 1 - 49:

Contributor Occupation Date Amount | Recipient
EISLER, CRAIG Bush, George
| REOMOND, WA 98053 MICROSOFT 7/14/1999 | $2,000
MATHEWS, MICHELLE § Bush, George
BELLEVUE. WA 08004 | MICROSOFT CORP 7/22/1999 | $2,000 .

PETERS, G Bush. G
CHRISTOPHER MICROSOFT CORPORATION 7/14/1999 | $2,000 | oUs" 2€0TGE

MEDINA, WA 98039 W

FERNANDEZ, ROLAND

L MR Bush, George
WOODINVILLE, wa | MICROSOFT CORPORATION/ENGINEER |2/29/2000 | $2.000

98072 -

BRESEMANN, JOHN K Bush, G

MR MICROSOFT/SOFTWARE ENGINEER | 10/12/2000 | $2,000 o >Or9®

W

REDMOND, WA 98053
INIELSEN, TOD MR

MICROSOFT/VICE PRESIDENT 12/27/1999 | $2,000 | BUSh. George

[REDMOND, WA 98053 w
P
SIMONY!, CHARLES DR Bush, George
BELLEVUE, WA 98009 MICROSOFT 8/17/1999 $1,000 W
—
| SHAW, GREGORY M Bush, George
[BELLEVUE, WA 98004 MICROSOFT 7/14/1999 $1,000 W
SAMPLE, WILLIAM j Bush, George
REDMOND, WA 98053 MICROSOFT 7/14/1999 | $1,000 W
MCCAULEY, DAVID Bush, George
SEATTLE, WA 98112 MICROSOFT 7/14/1999 $1,000 W
KOSS, MICHAEL C Bush, George
EBOTHELL, WA 98052 MICROSOFT 7/14/1999 $1,000 W
{ EMANUELS, BRIAN D Bush. George
| MERCER ISLAND, WA | MICROSOFT 8/17/1999 | $1.000 |5 " “¢°"9
! W
598040
: BRUNTON, DEBORAH Bush, George
| KIRKLAND, WA 98033 MICROSOFT 7/21/1999 | $1,000 W
—
HURLBUT, CLARK K MICROSOFT 6/24/1999 | $1.000 Bush, George

{RENO, NV 89511 w

' FLAAT, CHRISTOPHER
‘A MICROSOFT 3/31/1999 | $1,000
| BELLEVUE, WA 98007

Bush, George
w

T . . . -
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SPENCER, WILLIAM A Bush. George
MR MICROSOFT/MARKETING MANAGER  {11/8/1999 | $1,000 W“ - beorg
REDMOND, WA 98052

WILLMAN, BRYAN MR Bush, George
KIRKLAND, WA 68034 | MICROSOFT/PROGRAMMER 3/7/2000 | $1,000| 0
|

WOODRUFF, BRYAN A |11 cCROSOFT/SOFTWARE DESIGN Bush, George
MR ENGINGER 2/29/2000 | $1,000 |
REDMOND, WA 98053

WORLEY, TERENCE MR Bush. George
PLEASANTON, CA MICROSOFT/SOFTWARE ENGINEER  |5/17/2000 | $1.000 | '™ ©¢ 9
94566

BARON, WERNER MR | MICROSOFT Bush, George
REDMOND, WA 98052 | CORPORATION/MARKETING 2/28/2000 | $800,,

MASTERS, JERRY R Bush. George
WOODINVILLE, WA MICROSOFT 8/4/1999 $500 w“ - Ge0rg
98072

JORGENSEN, ERIK M Bush, George
SEATTLE WA 08101 |MICROSOFT 711611999 |  $500 |

HERBOLD, ROBERT | Bush, George
BELLEVUE. WA 98015 |MICROSOFT CORP 7/14/1999 | 500
BERENSON, HAROLD

WOODINVILLE, WA MICROSOFT CORP 7/27/1999 $500 | Bush. George

w

98072

BERENSON, HAROLD

MR Bush, George
WOODINVILLE. WA MICROSOFT CORP./ENGINEER 1/20/2000 | $500 |,

98072

HERBOLD, ROBERT | .
MR ’ EAIOCOROSOFT CORP./JEXECUTIVE VP & 1/12/2000 $500 \BNush. George
BELLEVUE, WA 98015

SHAUGHNESSY,

WILLIAM T MR g'b%?ﬁssos” CORP./PRODUCT & 7/14/2000 | $500 svush, George
REDMOND, WA 98052

SHAUGHNESSY,

WILLIAM T MR ”B"L’JCS?SESS%H CORP./PRODUCT & 2/29/2000 | $500 3/“5“' George
REDMOND, WA 98052

KESTER, CHARLES G

MR Bush, George
LAKE FOREST pARK, | MICROSOFT CORP./TEAM MANAGER | 3/8/2000 $500 | o

WA 98155

MCEACHRON, BRIAN L ; Bush, George
NEOAOOD, WA 88053 | MICROSOFT CORPORATION 7/14/1999 | $500 | o

| . Nextsetof records _

2000 cycle data downloaded from FEC on November 1, 2001. Date of request: January 2, 2002
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Bush, George

PLEASANTON, CA MICROSOFT 6/30/1999 | $1,000
94566 W
SPIX, GEORGE A Bush, George
|REOMOND, W 98052 MICROSOFT CORP 71471999 | $1.000 | o
{ SANDERSON, JEFFREY , Such Georae
P MICROSOFT CORP 8/12/1999 | $1,000 |, 9
BELLEVUE, WA 98004
| PIMENTEL, ALBERT Bush. Georae
MONTE SERENO, CA | MICROSOFT CORP 7/8/1999 | $1,000 + G80rg
W
95030
MURPHY, R BARRY Bush, George
| REDMOND, WA 93052 MICROSOFT CORP 7/13/1999 | $1,000
e :
HARTNECK, RALF Bush, George
O ITLe wa 08144 |MICROSOFT CORP 8/11/1999 | $1,000 | 5
FIRMAN, THOMAS R Bush, George
| BELLEVUE Wa 9005 | MICROSOFT CORP 7/14/1999 | $1.000| o
{ ASHMUN, D STUART Bush, George
|SEATTLE, Wa 98177 MICROSOFT CORP 8/10/1999 | $1,000|
BERENSON, HAROLD
MR Bush, George
o OOINVILLE. WA MICROSOFT CORP.JENGINEER 6/15/2000 | 51,000
98072
HARTENECK, RALF MR Bush, George
OATIE W ogias | MICROSOFT CORP.VICE PRESIDENT  |5/11/2000 | $1,000 |\,
BOYLE, MICHAEL P Bush, George
e W 58005 | MICROSOFT CORPORATION 7/21/1999 | $1.000|
DERMODY, CHARLES W Bush. Georae
MR MICROSOFT CORPORATION/ENGINEER |6/26/2000 | $1,000 W“ » 08019
REDMOND, WA 98052
PIMENTEL, ALBERT MR
. MICROSOFT Bush, George
MONTE SERENO, CA | L EXECUTIVE 7/31/2000 | $1,000 |
195030
SHERWOOD, DAVID E
MR Bush, George
WOODINVILLE, WA MICROSOFT/ATTORNEY 6/8/2000 | $1,000 |
98072
BLANKENBURG, ERIC P Bush Georae
MR MICROSOFT/CONSULTANT 2/24/2000 | $1,000 | ' O€0'
CARNATION, WA 98014
HERBOLD, ROBERT |
MR MICROSOFT/COO 11/22/1999 | $1,000 SVUS“' George
BELLEVUE, WA 98005 :
MASTERS, JERRY R MR
WOODINVILLE, WA MICROSOFT/FINANCE 7/31/2000 | $1.,000 sv“s"' George
98072
' SANDERSON, JEFFREY i
‘P MR MICROSOFT/MARKETING 5/17/2000 | $1,000 sv”Sh' George
| BELLEVUE, WA 98004
"MATHEWS, MICHELLE Bush, George
MRS MICROSOFT/MARKETING 5/17/2000 | $1,000 | o **"
| BELLEVUE, WA 98004
i ' sh,
|DOUGLAS, DEDO MR |\ -0 0o 0cT/MARKETING MANAGER | 3/30/2000 | 51,000 | Bush- George

i REDMOND, WA 98053

w

r
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Results: Presidential Donors Search

75 records found in .09 seconds.

SEARCH CRITERIA:

Donor name: (al! contributors)

Donor zip code: (any zip)

Donor employer/occupation: Microsoft
Election cycle(s): 2000

Start another search

Records 50 - 75:

Contributor Occupation Date Amount | Recipient
MCEACHRON,
BRIAN L Bush,
REDWOOD. WA MICROSOFT CORPORATION 4/14/1999 $500 George W
98052
| PEASE, MATTHEW
‘M Bush,
WALNUT CReek, | MICROSOFT INC 9/30/1999 $500 George W
CA 94595
KELLY, JOHN MR Bush
KIRKLAND, WA MICROSOFT/ATTORNEY 2/29/2000 $500 '
George W
98033
NIELSEN, TOD MR Bush
REDMOND, WA MICROSOFT/DEVELOPING/MARKETING 12/23/1999] $500 '
! George W
98053
RAVANI, ANTHONY Bush
MR MICROSOFT/EXECUTIVE 2/29/2000 500 o w
{INFO REQUESTED, ' g
NIXON, TOBY L MR Bush
KIRKLAND, WA | MICROSOFT/MANAGER 2/29/2000 $500 | U=
George W
198034
[YANG, LIAN MR Bush
WOODINVILLE, WA | MICROSOFT/SOFTWARE DESIGN ENGINEER | 1/24/2000 $500 ’
" | George W
98072
JAKSTADT, ERIC
MR MICROSOFT/SOFTWARE DEVELOPER 3/7/2000 $500 | BUSn:
WOODINVILLE, WA George W
198072
[ JAKSTADT, ERIC
i MR MICROSOFT/SOFTWARE DEVELOPER 1/31/2000 | $500|BYS™
' WOODINVILLE, WA George W l
198072 !
{ GREGG, DIANNE L oo |
 SUDBURY, MA MICROSOFT INC 9/14/1999 $400 | . !
! eorge W
101776
'HOKE, STEVE Bush
| KIRKLAND, WA MICROSOFT 6/30/1999 $300 | oo
earge W
198034 i
i
‘HARRISON, ;
ARTHUR B MR g - Bush,
| CHARLOTTE. NC | MICROSOFT/SOFTWARE ENGINEZR 212912000 | 5300 0o

MTC-00030631 0738
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128277
| LINDELL, STEVE
MR MICROSOFT CORP/ENGINEER 10/11/2000| $250 | BUsh
BELLEVUE, WA George W
98008
WARD, JAMES | MR Bush
CHARLOTTE, NC | MICROSOFT CORPORATION/TECHNICAL MAN | 3/8/2000 $250 :
George W
28270
REMALA, RAO V Bush
WOODINVILLE, WA | MICROSOFT INC 9/30/1999 | $250 :
George W
98072
| WURDEN,
FREDERICK L MR Bush,
REDMOND. WA MICROSOFT/MANAGER 22972000 | $250 | 0N\
98053
1
| NIXON, TOBY L MR Bush
| KIRKLAND, WA MICROSOFT/MANAGER 4/13/2000 | $200 :
198034 : George W
| MASTERS, JERRY R
MR Bush,
WOODINVILLE, Wa | MICROSOFT/FINANCE 9/18/2000 | -$500|C 0
198072
EISLER, CRAIG Bush
REDMOND, WA MICROSOFT 8/4/1999 |-$1,000 :
George W
98053
MATHEWS,
MICHELLE | Bush,
BELLEVUE. WA MICROSOFT CORP 8/12/1999 |-s1.000 (50
98004 .
BERENSON,
HAROLD MR Bush,
WOODINVILLE, wa | MICROSOFT CORP. 8/1/2000 |-$1.000| >0
98072
PETERS. G
CHRISTOPHER Bush,
MEDINA. WA MICROSOFT CORPORATION 8/18/1999 |-$1.000 | L0
98039
FERNANDEZ,
ROLAND L MR Bush,
WOODINVILLE, wa | MICROSOFT CORPORATION/ENGINEER 4/21/2000 |-$1.000 | C 50\
98072
BRESEMANN, JOHN
K MR MICROSOFT/SOFTWARE ENGINEER 11/6/2000 |-$1,000 | 2"
| REDMOND, WA ! George W
98053
NIELSEN, TOD MR ~ Bush
REDMOND, WA MICROSOFT/VICE PRESIDENT 2/2/2000 | -$1,000 :
98053 George W

2000 cycle data downloaded from FEC on November 1, 2001. Date of request: jJanuary 2, 2002

P r e ) ) ~
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Congressional Races

2000 CYCLE | 2002 CYCLE

John Ashcroft (R)

1999-2000 PAC Contributions: $2,025,323

Based on data released by the FEC on Thursday, November 01, 2001.

= Agribusiness $154,937
= Communic/Electronics $204,899

@ Printing & Publishing $27,000

TV/IMovies/Music $47.499

® Telephone Utilities $60,450

® Telecom Services &

Equipment $26,450

®_Electronics Mfg & Services $6,000

B Computer Equipment &

Serviceg P $37.500
® 3Com Corp $1,000
E Amazon.com $1,000
® America Online ~ $5,000] -
® Cable & Wireless USA $1,000
@ Ceridian Corp ’ $2,000
@ Compag Computer $1,000
@ Computer Sciences Corp  $2,000
® EDS Corp $1,000
@ Gateway Inc $4,500
= Intel Corp $3,000
= Microsoft Corp $9,000

3/2/1999 $1,000
6/16/1999 $1,000
6/28/1999 $1,000
9/29/1999 $1,000
12/9/1999 $1,000
2/9/2000 $1,000
5/12/2000 $1.000
6/20/2000 $1,000
9/7/2000 $1,000
@ Oracle Corp $1,000
® Storage Technology Corp $1,000

http://www.opensecrets.org.../memberprofile.asp?cid=N00005 165&cycle=2000&expand=C0022754

-
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Opensecrets.org - PAC Contributions to John Ashcroft (R)

@ Sun Microsystems $2,000

Federal PAG. | " $3,000
@ Construction $123,000
® Defense $17,000
® Energy/Nat Resource $210,550
® Finance/lnsur/RealEst $329,208
@ Health $140,000
® Lawyers & Lobbyists $69,023|
@ Transportation $209,050
@ Misc Business $304,666
® Labor $9,000
@ _ldeology/Single-Issue $251,890
@ Other $1,100
® Unknown $1,000

http://www.opensecrets.org.../memberprofile.asp?cid=N00005165&cycle=2000&expand=C002"7"

e

™
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Donor Look-up Results
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m&om  The Basics | { Wha's Giving | [ Who's Getting | [ Get Local! | { News and Issues )

Results: Individual Donors Search

105 records found in .03 seconds.

SEARCH CRITERIA:
Donor name: microsoft

Election cycie(s): 2002 2000

Start another search

Records 1 - 49:

® Sort by Name

C Sort by Date
C sort by Amount

20036

Contributor Occupation|Date Amount | Recipient

MICROSOFT "

WASHINGTON, DC 4/16/2001 | $15,000]| DNC/Non-Federal Corporate
20036

MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State
REDMOND, WA 98052 6/27/2000 1$100.000) g)ections Cmte
MICROSOFT

REDMOND, WA 98052 3/31/2000 | $55,000] NRSC/Non-Federal
MICROSOFT RNC/Repub Nationai State
REDMOND, WA 98052 1/6/2000 1 335,000 £)octions Cmte
MICROSOFT Ashcroft Victory Cmte Non-
REDMOND, WA 98052 6/30/2000 | 35000} Fcqery)

MICROSOFT

WASHINGTON, DC 7/29/1999 $5,000 ] DNC/Non-Federal Corporate
20036

MICROSOFT RNC/Repub Naticnal State
REDMOND, WA 98052 10/17/2001} $25,000 &0 ctions Cmte
MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State
REDMOND, WA 98052 10/13/2000| $25,000f g1octions Cmte
MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State
REDMOND, WA 98052 6/16/2000 | $25,000) £)octions Cmte
MICROSOFT : RNC/Cmte to Preserve
REDMOND, WA 98052 4/12/2000 | $5,000{ gicennower Ctr
MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State
REDMOND, WA 98052 5/511999 | $25.000]Ejections Cmte :
MICROSOFT

WASHINGTON, DC 12/31/1999{ $45,000| NRSC/Non-Federal

20036

MICROSOFT

REDMOND, WA 98052 12/31/1999| $32,500| DCCC/Naon-Federal Account 1
MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State
REDMOND, WA 98052 10/13/2000} $20,000} g1 tions Cmte
MICROSOFT

WASHINGTON, DC 8/10/2000 | $15,000| DNC/Non-Federal Corporate

http://www.opensecrets.org/indivs/cgi-win/indivs.exe

-
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—

MICROSOFT

\é\(l)/éSHlNGTON, DC 8/31/1999 $15,000 ] DNC/Non-Federal Corporate
36 |

MICROSOFT

REDMOND, WA 98052 5/6/1999 $15,000 | DNC/Non-Federail Corporate

MICROSOFT

REDMOND, WA 98052 6/30/1999 | $15,000| DNC/Non-Federal Corporate

MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State

REDMOND, WA 98052 12/17/1898 $15,000{ £10 ~tions Cmte

MICROSOFT

irdiprar el 9/23/1999 | $10,000] DCCC/Non-Federal Account 1

MICROSOFT

REDMOND, WA 98052 10/20/1999] $10,000] DCCC/Non-Federal Account 1

MICROSOFT

REDMOND, WA 98052 31101999 | $10,000| DCCC/Non-Federal Account 1

MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State

REDMOND, WA 98052 3/6/2001 $5,0001 £ ctions Cmte

MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State

REDMOND, WA 98052 12/16/1898| $10,000{ g1 rtions Cmte

MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State

REDMOND, WA 98052 772911999 | $10,000) g0 tions Cmte

MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State

REDMOND, WA 98052 1/31/2001 1 87,800} g1 ctions Cmte

MICROSOFT RNC/Repub National State

REDMOND, WA 98052 112512001 | $10,000{ &0 tions Cmte

MICROSOFT RNC/Repub Nationai State

REDMOND, WA 98052 2/15/2001 | 310,000} g0 tions Cmte

MICROSOFT

WASHINGTON, DC 6/27/2001 | $10,000} DNC/Non-Federai Corporate

20036

MICROSOFT CORP

REDMOND, Wia 68052 111712001 | $15,000|NRSC/Non-Federal

MICROSOFT CORP —

REDMOND. WA 88052 9/26/2001 | $20,179|NRSC/Building Fund

MICROSOFT CORP

MICROSOFT CORP

REDAMOND. WA 58052 5/17/1999 | $60,000| NRSC/Non-Federal

MICROSOFT CORP RNC/Repub National State

REDMOND, WA 98052 9/14/2000 | $5.831) |0 ctions Cmte

MICROSOFT CORP

WASHINGTON, DC 6/28/2000 | $30,000| NRSC/Non-Federal

20036

MICROSOFT CORP National Abortion Rights Action

REDMOND, WA 98052 67712000 $321|  eague

MICROSOFT CORP

REDMOND, WA 98052 10/26/2000} $25,000 | NRSC/Non-Federal

MICROSOFT CORP 10/26/2000] $25,000| NRSC/Non-Federal

REDMOND, WA 98052

MICROSOFT CORP

http://www.opensecrets.org/indivs/cgi-win/indivs.exe
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http://www.opensecrets.org/indivs/cgi-win/indivs.exe

R

REDMOND, WA 98052 3/30/2001 | $25,000)NRSC/Non-Federal
MICROSOFT CORP

REDMOND, WA 98052 6/4/2001 $25,000| NRSC/Non-Federal
MICROSOFT CORP

MICROSOFT CORP

REDMOND, WA 98052 8/17/1999 | $25,000 | NRSC/Non-Federal
MICROSOFT CORP

WASHINGTON, DC 8/11/2000 $50,000 | NRSC/Non-Federal

20036

MICROSOFT CORP :

WASHINGTON, DC 7/11/2000 $200|NRSC/Non-Federal

20036

MICROSOFT CORP

REDMOND, WA 98052 1/29/2001 $202 | NRSC/Non-Federal
MICROSOFT

CORPORATION 1/18/2001 $250) DSCC/Non-Federal Mixed
REDMOND, WA 98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION 2/12/2001 $250| DSCC/Non-Federal Mixed
REDMOND, WA 88052

MICROSOFT . .
CORPORATION 5/23/2001 | $40.000 é‘;‘;}fg‘:f‘de"‘s Dinner/Non-
REDMOND, WA 388052

MICROSOFT .
CORPORATION 8/21/2001 | $50,000 éggt{oR:sp‘é‘in'f:“”a’ State
REDMOND, WA 98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION - 3/30/2001 | $50,000 ) DSCC/Non-Federal Corporate

REDMOND, WA 98052

T

2000 cycle data downloaded from FEC on November 1, 2001.

2002 cycle data downloaded from FEC on January 1, 2002. Date of request: January 20, 2002

MTC-00030631 0744



Donor Look-up Results

opensecrets.ory

(The Basicsj (Who's Giving) (Who‘s Getting) ( Get Locaﬂ [ News and lssuesw

Results: Individual Donors Search

105 records found in .01 seconds.

SEARCH CRITERIA:
Donor name: microsoft

Election cycle(s): 2002 2000

Start another search

Records 50 - 99:

http://www.opensecrets.org/indivs/cgi-win/indivs.exe

o -

™

Contributor Qccupation | Date Amount {Recipient
MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federai
REDMOND, WA 6/8/2001 1 $50.000 =5 rnorate

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON. DC 6/16/1999 $3501 Account

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 10720720001 $60,000| 4 roorate

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 3/30/2000 | $35,000f A count

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION

REDUOND, WA 411112000 | $33.690| NRSC/Non-Federal
98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION 2000 Republican H/S
REDMOND, WA 4/4/2000 | $30,000 ;0 ner Trust Non-Fed
98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION 1999 Republican S/H
REDMOND, WA 71261999 | $30,000} ;e Trust Non-Fed
98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION Ashcroft Victory Cmte
REDMOND, WA 12/3171999f 35,000\ ;0 Federal

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 3/30/2001 | $2,500( ¢ arate

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federal

MTC-00030631 0745
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CORPORATION

DSCC/Non-Federal

R T 9/13/1999 | $5,000| o

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION ‘ DSCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 11/29/1999] $25,000 =5 oorate

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 11/3/1998 | $25,0001 ~oroorate

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DCCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 8/2/2000 | $2,5001Account 1

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 8/30/2000 | $25,000| pcequnt

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 3/27/2000 | $25.000} 5ccount

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 10/22/1999) $25.000| Account

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 3/23/1999 | $25,000} pccoynt

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 6/22/2000 |  $2.500) pccoynt

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 3/23/1998 | $2,500) account

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION

S ODTIOND, WA 4121/2000 $698 | NRSC/Non-Federal
98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 6/30/2000 | $5.000} 5ccnint

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION RNC/Repub National
REDMOND, WA 11/3/2000 | $25,000|gyate Elections Cmte
98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DCCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 3/28/2001 | $25,000] 5 eount 1

98052

http://www.opensecrets.org/indivs/cgi-win/indivs.exe
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http://www.opensecrets.org/indivs/cgi-win/indivs.exe

hed

MICROSOFT .

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 4/24/2001 131000001 5 cint

20005

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION ~~ | NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 10/11/2000 $75.0001 5 coount

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION

REDORD WA 411172000 | $51,832 | NRSC/Non-Federal
98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DCCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 3/30/2000 | 356,342|  oint 1

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 6/30/2000 { $50.000 =00 orate

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION 2/26/1999 | $50,000 855:0{"?”*3"9“'
REDMOND, VA 98073 orporate
MICROSOFT

CORPORATION RNC/Repub National
REDMOND, WA 10/26/1999| $50.000] 5440 Elections Cmte
98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 4/17/2000 | 340,000 = o norate

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION RNC/Repub National
REDMOND, WA 2/16/2000 } $40,000 o440 Elections Cmte
98052 .
MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 6/30/2000 | $22,500) 5-connt

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DCCG/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 411712000 | $15.000 A o0 int 1

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 6/30/2000 | $20,0001 5c ount

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION

REDMOND, WA 4/21/2000 $453 I NRSC/Non-Federal
98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION 312712000 | $15.000 NRCC/Non-Federal

WASHINGTON, DC
20036

+

Account
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MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 3/23/1999 | $15,000 A coount

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION 2000 Republican H/S
REDMOND, WA 5/24/2000 38,985 Dinner Trust Non-Fed
98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 12/3171999( 3500 ppived

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 3/23/1888 | $7.500{ A -rount

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DCCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 2/29/2000 | $10,0001 A eount 1

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 6/8/2000 $250| pixed

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 6/8/2000 3250 prixed

98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION DSCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 8/24/1999 $250{ pixed

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 3/7/2000 | $10,000 5ccqunt

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 3/23/1999 | $10.000 A ooint

20036

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 6/25/2001 $5,000 Account

20005

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION NRCC/Non-Federal
WASHINGTON, DC 6/25/2001 | $5,000) Account

20005

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION RNC/Repub National
REDMOND, WA 8/27/2001 $10,000 State Elections Cmte
98052

http://www.opensecrets.org/indivs/cgi-win/indivs.exe
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2000 cycle data downloaded from FEC on November 1, 2001.

2002 cycle data downloaded from FEC on January 1, 2002. Date of request: January 21,
2002

http://www.opensecrets.org/indivs/cgi-win/indivs.exe

- ™

MTC-00030631 0749



Donor Look-up Results

opensecrets.org

(The Basics} [wm)'s Gi\n‘n(ﬂ { tha's Getting] r Get Locaﬂ f News and Issuea

Results: Individual Donors Search

105 records found in .05 seconds.

SEARCH CRITERIA:
Donor name: microsoft
Election cycle(s): 2002 2000

Start another search

Records 100 - 105:

Contributor Occupation | Date Amount | Recipient
MICROSOFT

CORPORATION 1/16/2001|$10,000 RRC%CI’:;‘°"'Federa'
WASHINGTON, DC 20005 ccou
MICROSOFT

CORPORATION 5/11/2001 | $10,000 | hC/Non-Federal
RICHMOND, WA 98052 P

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION 6/18/2001{$10,000 | poc C/Non-Federal
REDMOND, WA 98052

MICROSOFT

CORPORATION PAC 5/11/2001] $1,000 ﬁ:mgrimwat
ARLINGTON, VA

MICROSOFT EXCEL ' NRCC/Non-Federal
FAIRVIEW, NC 28730 7127119881 $500| A ot

2000 cycle data downloaded from FEC on November 1, 2001.

2002 cycle data downloaded from FEC on January 1, 2002. Date of request: January 21,

2002

http://www.opensecrets.org/indivs/cgi-win/indivs.exe
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About the Center Page 1 of 1

he w [Who‘s ' ] [Who‘s ] Get ) [News and ] HOME : DONATE
opensecrets.ory | Basics Giving Getting Locat! Issues t SEARCH
Campaign Finance Law | The FEC | Campaign Finance Links | Aboutthe Center | About the Site
About the Center / Contact Information

_ The Center for Responsive Politics
Board of Directors

Staff 1101 14th St., NW « Suite 1030
Washington, DC 20005-5635

Major Funders
(202) 857-0044 - fax (202) 857-7809

Internships info@crp.org * webmaster@crp.org
Job Opportunities General Inquires: °
info@crp.org

Media Contact: Steven Weiss

sweiss@crp.org

THE CENTER The Center for Responsive Politics is a non-partisan,
FOR RESPONSIVE non-profit research group based in Washington, D.C.
POLITICS that tracks money in politics, and its effect on elections

and public policy. The Center conducts computer-based
research on campaign finance issues for the news
media, academics, activists, and the public at large. The
Center's work is aimed at creating a more educated
voter, an involved citizenry, and a more responsive
government.

Support for the Center comes from a combination of
foundation grants and individual contributions. The
Center accepts no contributions from businesses or
labor unions. You can support the work of the Center
directly by contributing through opensecrets.org.

http://www.opensecrets.org/about/index.asp
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Statement of Charles F. (Rick) Rule
Fried Frank Harris Shriver & Jacobson
Counsel for Microsoft Corporation

Before the Committee on the Judiciary

United States Senate
December 12, 2001

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, good morning. It is a pleasure to appear before you
today on behalf of Microsoft Corporation to discuss the proposed consent decree or Revised Proposed
Final Judgment (the "PFJ") to which the U.S. Department of Justice and nine of the plaintiff states
have agreed. As this committee is aware, [ am counsel to Microsoft in the case and was one of the
principal representatives for the company in the negotiations that led to the proposed consent decree.

The PFJ was signed on November 6th after more than a month of intense, around-the-clock
negotiations with the Department and representatives of all the plaintiff states. The decree is currently
subject to a public interest review by Judge Kollar-Kotelly under the Tunney Act . Because we are
currently in the midst of that review and because nine states and the District of Columbia have chosen
to continue the litigation, I must be somewhat circumspect in my remarks. However, what I can --
indeed, must -- stress 1s that, in light of the Court of Appeals' decision last summer to "drastically”
reduce the scope of Microsoft's liability and in light of the legal standards for imposing injunctive
relief, the Department and the settling states were very effective in negotiating for broad, strong
relief. As the chart in the appendix depicts, ever since the Department and the plaintiff states first
filed their complaints in May 1998, the case has been shrinking. What began with five claims, was
whittled down to a single monopoly maintenance claim by a unanimous Court of Appeals. Even with
respect to that surviving claim, the appellate court affirmed Judge Jackson's findings on only about a
third (12 of 35) of the specific acts which the district court had found support that claim.

Given that historv and the law, there is no reasonable argument that the PFJ is too narrow or that it
fails to achieve all the relief to which the Department was entitled. In fact. as these remarks explain.
the opposite is true -- faced with tough, determined negotiators on the other side of the table,
Microsoft agreed to a decree that goes substantially beyond what the plaintiffs were likely to achieve
through litigation. Quite frankly, the PFJ is the strongest, most regulatory conduct decree ever
obtained (through litigation or settlement) by the Department.

Why then, one might ask, would Microsoft consent to such a decree? There are two reasons. First. the
company felt strongly that it was important to put this matter behind it and to move forward
constructively with its customers, its business partners, and the government. For four years, the
litigation has consumed enormous resources and been a serious distraction. The constant media
drumbeat has obscured the fact that the company puts a premium on adhering to its legal obligations
and on developing and maintaining excellent relationships with its partners and customers. Litigation
is never a pleasant experience, and given the magnitude of this case and the media attention it
attracted, it is hard to imagine any more costly, unpleasant civil litigation.

Second. while the Department pushed Microsoft to make substantial, even excessive concessions to
‘'get a settlement, there were limits to how far the company was willing or able to go (limits, by the

way, which the Department and the sertling states managed to reach). Microsoft was fighting for an
important principle -- the ability to innovate and improve its products and services for the benefit of

MTC-00030631 0754



consumers. To that end, Microsoft insisted that the decree be written in a way to allow the company
to engage in legitimate competition on the merits. Despite the substantial burdens the decree will
impose on Microsoft and the numerous ways in which Microsoft will be forced to alter its conduct,
the decree does preserve Microsoft's ability to innovate, to improve its products, and to engage in
procompetitive business conduct that is necessary for the company to survive.

In short, at the end of the negotiations, Microsoft concluded that the very real costs that the decree
imposes on the company are outweighed by the benefits, not just to Microsoft but to the PC industry
and consumers generally.

The Court of Appeals' "Road Map" for Relief

In order to evaluate the decree, one must first appreciate the history of this case and how drastically
the scope of Microsoft's liability was narrowed at the appellate level. When this case began with the
filing of separate complaints by the Department and the plaintiff states in May of 1998, it was
focused on Microsoft's integration of browsing functionality called Internet Explorer or IE into
Windows 98, which the plaintiffs alleged to be an illegal tying arrangement.

The complaints of the Department and the states included five separate claims: (1) a claim under
section 1 of the Sherman Act that the tie-in was per se illegal; (2) another claim under section 1 that
certain promotion and distribution agreements with Internet service providers (ISPs), Internet content
providers (ICPs), and on-line service providers (OSPs) constituted illegal exclusive dealing; (3) a
claim under section 2 of the Sherman Act that Microsoft had attempted to monopolize Web browsing
software; (4) a catch-all claim under section 2 that the alleged conduct that underlay the first three
claims amounted to illegal maintenance of Microsoft's monopoly in PC operating systems; and (3) a
claim by the plaintiff states (but not part of the Department's complaint) under section 2 that
Microsoft illegally "leveraged" its monopoly in PC operating systems. As discovery got underway,
the case dramatically expanded as. the plaintiffs indiscriminately began identifving all manner of
Microsoft conduct as examples of the company's illegal efforts to maintain its monopoly. But then,
the case began to shrink.

" In response to Microsoft's motion for summary judgment. the district court dismissed the states'
Monopoly leveraging claim (claim 5).

" After trial, Judge Jackson held that the plaintiffs failed to prove that Microsoft's arrangements with
ISPs, ICPs, and OSPs violated section 1 (claim 2).

" Judge Jackson did, however, conclude that the plaintiffs had sustained their claims that Microsoft
illegally tied IE to Windows (claim 1), illegally attempted to monopolize the browser market (claim
3), and illegally maintained its monopoly (claim 4), basing his decision on 35 different actions
engaged in by Microsoft. '

" In a unanimous decision of the Court of Appeals sitting en banc, the court reversed the trial court on
the attempted monopolization claim (claim 3) and remanded with instructions that judgment be
entered on that claim in favor of Microsoft.

" The unanimous court also reversed Judge Jackson's decision with respect to the tie-in claim (claim
1). The appellate court held that. in light of the prospect of consumer benefit from integrating new
functionality into platform software such as Windows. Microsoft's integration of IE into Windows

MTC-00030631 0755



had to be judged under the rule of reason rather than the per se approach taken by Judge Jackson. The
Court of Appeals refused to apply the per se approach because of "our qualms about redefining the
boundaries of a defendant's product and the possibility of consumer gains from simplifying the work
~of applications developers [by ensuring the ubiquitous dissemination of compatible APIs]." The
court’s decision did allow the plaintiffs on remand to pursue the tie-in claim on a rule of reason
theorv; however, shortly after the remand, the plaintiffs announced they were dropping the tie-in
claim.

" With respect to the only remaining claim (monopoly maintenance - claim 4), the Court of Appeals
affirmed in part and reversed in part the lower court and substantiaily shrank Microsoft's liability.
After articulating a four-step burden-shifting test that is highly fact intensive, the appellate court
reviewed the 33 different factual bases for liability and rejected nearly two-thirds of them.

¢ In the case of seven of those 35 findings (concerning such conduct as Microsoft's refusal to allow
OEMs to replace the Windows desktop, Microsoft's design of Windows to "override the user's choice
of a default browser," and Microsoft's development of a Java virtual machine (JVM) that was
incompatible with Sun's JVM), the appellate court specifically reversed Judge Jackson's decision.

¢ The Court of Appeals dismissed sixteen of the remaining findings by reversing Judge Jackson's
holding that Microsoft had engaged in a general "course of conduct" that amounted to illegal
monopoly maintenance -- the so-called "monopoly broth" theory.

¢ With respect to the remaining twelve findings (concerning such things as Microsoft's refusal to
allow PC manufacturers (OEMs) to remove end-user access to IE, Microsoft's exclusive
arrangements with ISPs, and its "commingling” of software code to frustrate OEMs ability to hide -
access to IE), the court did affirm Judge Jackson's findings as not being "clearly erroneous." And

~even as to those twelve, a number were practices -- for example. the arrangements with ISPs -- that
Microsoft had already ceased.

As a result, when the case was remanded to the district court and reassigned to Judge Kollar-Kotelly,
four-fifths of the original claims were all but gone. With respect to the sole surviving claim. nearly
two-thirds of the supporting findings had been rejected by the Court of Appeals. In the words of the
Court of Appeals, its decision "drastically altered the scope of Microsoft's liabiliry."

The Relevance of the Drastic Narrowing of Liability

The Court of Appeals' decision makes clear the critical significance of the drastic reduction in the
scope of Microsoft's liability in terms of the relief to which the plaintiffs are entitled. As the count
noted in instructing the lower court on how the remand for remedy should be handled,

"A court . .. must base its relief on some clear 'indication of a significant causal connection between
the conduct enjoined or mandated and the violation found directed toward the remedial goal
intended.’' 3 PHILLIP E. AREEDA & HERBERT HOVENKAMP, ANTITRUST LAW 653(b). at 91-
92 (1996). In a case such as the one before us where sweeping equitable relief is emploved to remedy
multiple violations, and some -- indeed most -- of the findings of remedial vioiations do not
withstand appellate scrutiny, it is necessary to vacate the remedy decree since the implicit findings of
causal connection no longer exist to warrant our deferential affirmance. . . . In particular, the [district]
court should consider which of the decree’s conduct restrictions remain viable in light of our
modification of the original liabiliry decision."

- T . - -

MTC-00030631 0756



At the ume Judge Kollar-Kotelly ordered the parties into intensive negotiations, she clearly
recognized the importance of the drastic alteration to the scope of Microsoft's liability. The judge
informed the government that its "first and most obvious task is going to be to determine which
portions of the former judgment remain appropriate in light of the appellate court's ruling and which
portions are unsupported following the appellate court's narrowing of liability." The judge went on to
note that "the scope of any proposed remedy must be carefully crafted so as to ensure that the
enjoining conduct falls within the [penumbra] of behavior which was found 1o be anticompetitive."
The judge also stated that "Microsoft argues that some of the terms of the former judgment are no
longer appropriate, and that is correct. | think there are certain portions where the liability has been
narrowed.”

Before discussing the negotiations and the decree itself, I would like to make three other points about
the crafting of antitrust remedies that also are relevant to considering the relief to which the plaintiffs
were entitled. First, the critics of the PFJ routinely ignore the fact that the Department has long
acknowledged that Microsoft lawfully acquired its monopoly position in PC operating systems.
Indeed, the Department retained a Nobel laureate in the first Microsoft case in 1994 to submit an
affidavit to the district court opining that Microsoft had reached its position in PC operating systems
through luck, skill, and foresight. It is true of course that Microsoft has now been found liable for
engaging in conduct that amounted to illegal efforts to maintain that position; however, there is
precious little in the record establishing any causal link between the twelve illegal acts of "monopoly
maintenance” and Microsoft's current position in the market for PC operating systems. Thus, contrary
to the critics' overheated rhetoric, there is no basis for relief designed to terminate an "illegal
monopoly."

Second, decrees in civil antitrust cases are designed to remedy, not to punish. All too often, the critics
of this decree speak as though Microsoft was convicted of a crime. It was not. This is a civil case.
subject to the rules of civil rather than criminal procedure. To the extent the plaintiffs tried to get
relief that could be deemed punitive, that relief would have been rejected.

Third, a decree must serve the purposes of the antitrust laws, which is a "consumer welfare
prescription.” I realize we are in the "season of giving," but an antitrust decree is not a Christmas wee
to fulfill the wishes of competitors, particularly where that fulfillment comes at the expense of
consumer welfare. Calls for royalty-free licensing of Microsoft's intellectual property, or for imposing
obligations on Microsoft to distribute third party software at no charge, or for Microsoft to facilitate
the distribution of an infinite variety of bastardized versions of Windows (and make sure they all run
perfectly) are great for a small group of competitors who know that such provisions will quickly
destroy Microsoft's incentives and ability to compete (not to mention violate the Constitution's
proscription against "takings"). Such calls, however, are anathema to consumers' interests in a
dynamic, innovative computer industry. Twenty vears ago, my old boss and antitrust icon, Bill
Baxter, wamed about the anticompetitive consequences of antitrust decrees designed simply to "add
sand to the saddlebags" of a particularly fleet competitor like Microsoft. it's a warning the courts
would certainly heed today.

To their credit, the negotiators for the Department and the settling states understood these three
fundamental antitrust principles. While we may have had to remind the other side of these principles
from time to time, we did not have to negotiate for their adherence to them. Taxpayers and consumers
can be proud that their interests were represented by honorable men and women with the utmost
respect for the rule of law. For others to insinuate that. by agreeing to a decree that honors these three
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fundamental principles, the Department and the settling states "caved" or settled for madequate relief
1s as offensive as it is laughable

The Negotiations

It is against the background I have sketched that. on September 27th, Judge Kollar-Kotelly ordered
the parties into intensive, "around the clock" negotiations. Microsoft had already indicated publicly
its strong desire 10 try to settle the case. and so it welcomed the judge's order. As has been widely
reported. all the parties in the case took the court's order verv seriously. Microsoft assembled in
Washington. D.C., a core team of in-house and outside lawyers who have been living with this case
for vears. and who spent virtually all of the next five weeks camped out in my offices down the street.
Microsoft's 1op legal officer was in town during much of the period directing the negotiations. Back
in Redmond. the company's most senior executives devoted a great deal of time and energy to the
process, and we were all supported by a large group of dedicated lawvers. businesspeople. and staff.

From my vantage point, the Department and the states (at least those that settled) made an equivalent
effort. As the mediator wrote after the process ended, "No party was left out of the negotiations. .
Throughout most of the mediation the 19 states (through their executive commuittee representanves)
and the federal government (through the staff of the antitrust division) worked as a combined
'plaintiffs' team." Jav Himes from the office of the New York Attorney General Eliot Spitzer and Beth
Finnerty from the office of the Ohio Attorney General Betty Montgomery represented the states
throughout the negotiations, putting in the same long hours as the rest of us. At various points Mr.
Himes and Ms. Finnerty were joined by representatives from other states. including Kevin O'Connor
from the office of Wisconsin Attornev General James Doyle.

The negotiations began on September 28th and continued virtually non-stop until November 6th.
During the first two weeks. we negotiated without the benefit of a mediator. As they say in diplomatic
circles. the discussions were "full and frank." The Department lawyers and the state representatives in
the negotiation were extremely knowledgeable. diligent. and formidable.

Microsoft certainly hoped to be able to reach a settlement quickly and before a mediator was
designated. However, the views on all sides were sufficiently strong and the need to pay attention to
every sentence. phrase, and punctuation mark so overwhelming that reaching agreement proved
impossible in those first two weeks. Eric Green. a prominent mediation specialist, was appointed by
the court and with the help of Jonathan Marks spent the next three weeks helping the parties find
common ground. As Professor Green and Mr. Marks wrote after the mediation ended.

"Successful mediations are ones in which mediators and parties work to identify and overcome
barriers to reaching agreement. Successful mediations are ones in which all the parties engage in
reasoned discussions of issues that divide them, of options for settlement. and of the risks,
opportunities. and costs that each party faces if a sertlement isn't reached. Successful mediations are
ones in which, settle or not. senior representatives of each party have made informed and intelligent
decisions. The Microsoft mediation was successful."

Working day and night virtually until the original November 2 deadline set by the judge. Microsoft
and the Department agreed to and signed a decree early on November 2. The representatives of the
states also tematively agreed. subject to an opportunity from November 2 until November 6 to confer
with the other states that were more removed from the case and negotiations. During that period. the
states requested several clarifving modifications to which Microsoit (and the Department) agreed.
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From press reports, it appears that during this period the plaintiff states also were being subjected to
intense lobbying by a few of Microsoft's competitors who were desperate either to get a decree that -
would severely cripple if not eventually destroy Microsoft or at least to keep the litigation (and the
attendant costs imposed on Microsoft) going. Notwithstanding that pressure, New York, Wisconsin,
and Ohio -- the states that had made the largest investment in litigating against Microsoft and in
negotiating a settlement -- along with six other plaintiff states represented by a bipartisan group of
state attorneys general signed onto the Revised PFJ on November 6.

The Proposed Final Judgment

Throughout the negotiations, Microsoft was confronted by a determined and tough group of
negotiators for the Department and the states. They made clear that there would be no settlement
unless Microsoft went well bevond the relief to which. Microsoft believes, the Court of Appeals
opinion and the law entitles the plaintiffs. Once that became clear, Microsoft relented in significant
ways, subject only to narrow language that preserved Microsoft's ability to innovate and engage in
normal, clearly procompetitive activities. Professor Green, the one neutral observer of this drama, has
noted the broad scope of the prohibitions and obligations imposed on Microsoft by the PFJ, stating
during the status conference with Judge Kollar-Kotelly that "the parties have not stopped at the outer
limits of the Court of Appeals' decision. but in some important respects the proposed final judgment
goes bevond the issues affirmed by the Court of Appeals to deal with issues important to the parties
in this rapidly-changing technology."

I do not intend today to provide a detailed description of each provision of the PFJ; the provisions
speak for themselves. It may come as something of a surprise in light of some of the uninformed
criticism hurled at the decree, but one of Microsoft's principal objectives during the negotiations was
to develop proscriptions and obligations that were sufficiently clear, precise and certain to ensure that
the company and its employees would be able to understand and comply with the decree without
constantly engendering disputes with the Department. This is an area of complex technology and the
decree terms on which the Department insisted entailed a degree of technical sophistication that is
unprecedented in an antitrust decree. Drafting to these specifications was not easy, but the resulting
PFJ is infinitely clearer and easier to administer than the conduct provisions of the decree that Judge
Jackson imposed in June 2000.

If, as one might suspect would be the outcome in a case such as this, the PFJ were written to
proscribe only the twelve practices affirmed by the Court of Appeals, the decree would be much
shorter and simpler. The Department and settling states, however, insisted that the decree go beyond
just focused prohibitions to create much more general protections for a potentially large category of
software, which the PFJ calls "middleware." But even these expansive provisions to foster
middleware competition were not sufficient to induce the Department and the states to settle; rather,
they insisted that Microsoft-also agree to additional obligations that bear virtually no relationship to
any of the issues addressed by the district court and the Court of Appeals. And lastly they insisted on
unprecedented enforcement provisions. [ will briefly describe each of these three sets of provisions.

1. Protections for "Middleware"
The case that the plaintiffs tried and the narrowed liability that survived appellate review all hinged
on claims that Microsoft took certain actions to exclude Netscape's Navigator browser and Sun's Java

technology from the market in order 10 protect the Windows operating system monopoly. The
plaintiffs successfully argued that Microsoft feared that Navigator and Java. either alone or together.
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might eventually include and expose a broad set of general purpose APIs to which software
developers could write as an alternative to the Windows APIs. Since Navigator and Java can run on
multiple operating systems, if they developed into general purpose platforms, Navigator and Java
would provide a means of overcoming the "applications barrier" to entry and threaten the position of
the Windows operating system as platform software.

A person might expect that a decree designed to address such a monopoly maintenance claim would
provide relief with respect to Web-browsing software and Java or, at most, to other general purpose
platform software that exposes a broad set of APIs and is ported to run on multiple operating systems.
The PFJ goes much further. The Department insisted that obligations imposed on Microsoft by the
decree extend to a range of software that has little in common with Navigator and Java. The decree
applies to "middleware" broadly defined to include, in addition 1o Web-browsing software and Java,
instant messaging software, media players, and even email clients -- software that, Microsoft
believes, has virtually no chance of developing into broad. general purpose platforms that might
threaten to displace the Windows platform. In addition, there is a broad catch-all definition of
middleware that in the future is likely to sweep other similar software into the decree.

This sweeping definition of middleware is significant because of the substantial obligations it
imposes on Microsoft. Those obligations -- a number of which lack any correspondence to the
monopoly maintenance findings that survived appellate review -- are intended to create protections
for all the vendors of software that fits within the middleware definition. Taken together. the decree
provisions provide the following protections and opportunities:

" Relations with Computer Makers. Microsoft has agreed not to retaliate against computer makers
who ship software that competes with anything in its Windows operating system.

" Computer Maker Flexibility. Microsoft has agreed to grant computer makers broad new rights to
configure Windows so as to promote non-Microsoft software programs that compete with features of
Windows. Computer makers will now be free to remove the means by which consumers access
important features of Windows, such as Internet Explorer, Windows Media Plaver, and Windows
Messenger. Notwithstanding the billions of dollars Microsoft invests developing such cool new
features. computer makers will now be able to replace access to them in order to give prominence 10
non-Microsoft software such as programs from AOL Time Warner or RealNetworks. (Additionally.
as is the case today, computer makers can provide consumers with a choice --that is to say access to
Windows features as well as to non-Microsoft software programs.)

" Windows Design Obligations. Microsoft has agreed to design future versions of Windows,
beginning with an interim release of Windows XP, to provide a mechanism to make it easy for
computer makers, consumers and software developers to promote non-Microsoft software within
Windows. The mechanism will make it easy to add or remove access to fearures built in to Windows
or to non-Microsoft software. Consumers will have the freedom to choose to change their
configuration at any time.

" Internal Interface Disclosure. Even though there is no suggestion in the Court of Appeals' decision
that Microsoft fails to disclose APIs today and even though the Court of Appeals' holding on
monopoly power is predicated on the idea that there are tens of thousands of applications written to
call upon those APIs. Microsoft has agreed 10 document and disclose for use by its competitors
various interfaces that are internal 10 Windows operating system products.
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" Relations with Software Developers. Microsoft has agre¢d not to retaliate against software or
hardware developers who develop or promote software that competes with Windows or that runs on
software that competes with Windows.

" Contractual Restrictions. Microsoft has agreed not to enter into any agreements obligating any third
party to distribute or promote any Windows technology exclusively or in a fixed percentage, subject

to certain narrow exceptions that apply to agreements raising no competitive concern. Microsoft has

also agreed not to enter into agreements relating to Windows that obligate any software developer 0

refrain from developing or promoting software that competes with Windows.

These obligations go far bevond the twelve practices that the Court of Appeals found to constitute
monopoly maintenance. One of the starkest examples of the extent to which these provisions go
beyond the Court of Appeals decision relates to Microsoft's obligations to design Windows in such a
way as 10 give third parties the ability to designate non-Microsoft middleware as the "default" choice
in certain circumstances in which Windows might otherwise be designed to utilize functionality
integrated into Windows. As support for his monopoly maintenance conclusion, Judge Jackson had
relied on several circumstances in which Windows was designed to override the end users' choice of
Navigator as their default browser and instead to invoke IE. The Court of Appeals, however,
reviewed those circumstances and reversed Judge Jackson's conclusion on the ground that Microsoft
had "valid technical reasons" for designing Windows as it did. Notwithstanding this clear victory,
Microsoft acceded 1o the Department's demands that it design future versions of Windows to ensure
certain default opportunities for non-Microsoft middleware.

2. Unifqnn Prices and Server Interoperability

Nevertheless, agreeing to this wide range of prohibitions and obligations designed to encourage the
development of middleware broadly defined was not enough to get the plaintiffs to settle. Instead,
they insisted on two additional substantive provisions that have absolutely no correspondence to the
findings of monopoly maintenance liability that survived appeal.

" Uniform Price List. Microsoft has agreed to license its Windows operating systern products to the
20 largest computer makers (who collectively account for the great majority of PC sales) on identical
terms and conditions, including price (subject to reasonable volume discounts for computer makers
who ship large volumes of Windows).

" ClienvServer Interoperability. Microsoft has agreed to make available to its competitors, on
reasonable and non-discriminatory terms, any protocols implemented in Windows desktop operating
systems that are used to interoperate natively with any Microsoft server operating system.

In the case of the sweeping definition of middleware and the range of prohibitions and obligations
imposed on Microsoft, there is at least a patina of credibility to the argument that the penumbra of the
twelve monopoly maintenance practices affirmed by the Court of Appeals can be stretched to justify
those provisions, at least as "fencing in" provisions. There is no sensible reading of the Court of
Appeals decision that would provide any basis for requiring Microsoft to charge PC manufacturers
uniform prices or to make available the proprietary protocols used by Windows desktop operating
systems and Windows server operating svstems to communicate with each other. Nevertheless.
because the plaintiffs insisted that they would not settle without those two provisions. Microsoft also
agreed 10 them.
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Before turning to the enforcement provisions of the PFJ, I want to say a word about the few provisos
included in the decree that provide narrow exceptions to the various prohibitions and obligations
imposed on Microsoft. Those exceptions were critical to Microsoft's willingness to agree to the
sweeping provisions on which the plaintiffs insisted. Without these narrowly tailored exceptions,
Microsoft could not innovate or engage in normal procompetitive commercial activities. The public
can rest assured that the settling plaintiffs insisted on language to ensure that the exceptions only
apply when they promote consumer welfare. For example, some companies that compete with
Microsoft for the sale of server operating systems apparently have complained about the so-called
"security carve-out" to Microsoft's obligation to disclose internal imterfaces and protocols. That
exception is very narrow and only allows Microsoft to withhold encrvption "keys" and the similar
mechanisms that must be kept secret if the security of computer networks and the privacy of user
information is to be ensured. In light of all the concern over computer privacy and security these days,
it is surprising that there is any controversy over such a narrow exception.

3. Compliance and Enforcement

The broad substantive provisions of the PFJ are complemented by an unusually strong set of
compliance and enforcement provisions. Those provisions are unprecedented in a civil antitrust
decree. The PFJ creates an independent three-person technical committee, resident on the Microsoft
campus, with extraordinary powers and full access to Microsoft facilities, records, employees and
proprietary technical data, including Windows source code, which is the equivalent of the "secret
formula" for Coke. The technical committee provides a level of technical oversight that is far more
substantial than any provision of any other antitrust decree of which [ am aware. At the insistence of
the plaintiffs, the technical committee does not have independent enforcement authority; rather,
reports to the plaintiffs and, through them, to the court. The investigative and oversight authority of
the technical committee in no way limits or reduces the enforcement powers of the DOJ and states:
rather, the technical committee supplements and enhances those powers. Each of the settling states
and DOJ have the power to enforce the decree and have the ability to monitor compliance and seek a
broad range of remedies in the event of a violation.

Microsoft also agreed to develop and implement an internal antitrust compliance program, to
distribute the decree and educate its management and emplovees as to the various restrictions and
obligations. In recent years. Microsoft has assembled in-house one of the largest. most talented
groups of antitrust lawyers in corporate America. They are already engaged in substantial antitrust
compliance counseling and monitoring. The decree formalizes those efforts, and quite frankly adds
very substantially to the in-house lawyers' work. As we speak, that group. together with key officials
from throughout the Microsoft organization, are working to implement the decree and to ensure the
company's compliance with it.

As with the substantive provisions, Microsoft agreed to these unprecedented compliance and
enforcement provisions because of the adamance of the plaintiffs and because of the highly technical
nature of the decree. Microsoft, the Department. and the settling states recognized that it was
appropriate 10 include mechanisms -- principally, the technical commirtee -- that will faciiitate the
prompt and expert resolution of any technical disputes that might be raised by third parties, without in
any way derogating from the government's full enforcement powers under the decree. Although the
enforcement provisions are unprecedented in their stringency and scope. they are not necessitated or
justified by any valid claim that Microsoft has failed to comply with its decree obligations in the past.
In fact. Microsoft has an exemplary record of complying with the consent decres to which the
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company and the Department agreed in 1994. In 1997, the Department did question whether
Microsoft's integration of IE into Windows 95 violated a "fencing in" provision that prohibited
contractual tie-ins, but Microsoft was ultimately vindicated by the Court of Appeals. Microsoft has
committed itself 1o that same level of dedication in ensuring the company's compliance with the PFJ.

Conclusion

The PFJ strikes an appropriate balance in this complicated case, providing opportunities and
protections for firms seeking to compete while allowing Microsoft to continue to innovate and bring
new technologies to market. The decree is faithful to the fact that the antitrust laws are a "consumer
protection prescription,” and it ensures an economic environment in which all parts of the PC-
ecosystem can thrive. :

Make no mistake, however, the PFJ is tough. It will impose substantial new obligations on the
company, and it will require significant changes in the way Microsoft does business. It imposes heavy
costs on the company and entails a degree of oversight that is unprecedented in a civil antitrust case.
For some competitors of Microsoft, however, apparently nothing short of the destruction of Microsoft
-- or at least the ongoing distraction of litigation -- will be sufficient. Bur if the objective is to protect
the interests of consumers and the competitive process, then this decree more than achieves that goal.

Finally, for all those who are worried about the future and what unforeseen developments may not be
covered by this case and the decree, remember that the Court of Appeals decision now provides
guideposts, which previously did not exist, for judging Microsoft's behavior, and that of other high
technology companies, going forward. Those guidelines, it is true, are not always easy to apply ex
ante to conduct; however, now that the Court of Appeals has spoken, we all have a much better idea
of the way in which section 2 of the Sherman Act applies to the software industry. In short, what
antitrust law requires of Microsoft is today much clearer than it was when this case began. We have
all learned a lot over the last four vears. and Microsoft has every incentive to ensure that history does
not repeat itself.
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World-Wide

THE TALIBAN MADE last-ditch stands
s British marines landed north of Kabul.

The Northern Alliance battled 31,000 Tal-
iban and allied fighters encircled in the
northern Afghan city of Kunduz, while Pash-
tun fighters fought to control Kandahar in
the south. Mullah Omar, the Taliban leader,
spoke by satellite phone with the BBC and
vowed to fight to the death and seek Ameri-
ca's “extinction.” The British marines are
to secure Bagram airport for an expected
growing deployment of foreign troops. The
U.S. also prepared to insert more soldiers to
aidin the hunt for Osama bin Laden. New in-
telligence on his possible whereabouts, as
well as chilling data on the weapons he was
hoping to develop, came to light. (Articles
inColumn 1andonPages A3, A8, A9 and A10)

The Northern Alliance wants credit
for securing the release of eight foreign
uid workers, including two Americans,
the Tuliban was holding. So does Libyu.

* * *

An airport-security deal was sealed as
Bush blessed an accord reached by House
andSenale negotiators on the issue of feder-
alizing screening workers. Afler a one-year
transition, the government is to take over
that job. Meanwhile, airlines braced for the
first Thanksgiving under tightened secu-
rity procedures. {Articles onPages A3 and Bl)

* * * .
. Investigators are looking into
the , ibility that Flig
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A Haggler’s Christinas
From small boutiques to Saks,

u surprising number of stores are letting
some customers name their price.
How to get in on the holiday deals.

When Every Show’s a Survivor
This full, bad ratings aren’t enough to sink
new shows. Why ‘Emeril’ is still cooking.
‘Harry Potter’ Arrives

Will the Wizard of Hoqwarts fly on the big
screen? Joe Morgenstern’s review.

Nations Supporting
Jihads of Yesteryear
Now Close Borders

* * *

Yemen, for One, Won't Let Men
Bent on Joining the Fight
Go Offto Wage a ‘Holy War’

By YarosLAv TROFIMOV
Staff Reporter of Tiie WALL STREET JOURN**
SANA, Yemen—Asked what he th
about the war in Afghanistan, Abdu..

Washington <<=m_

A Special Weekly Report From
The Wall Street Journal’s
Capital Bureau

DIRECTOR DANIELS gets GOP votes
for “worst ever” relations with Congress.

Sen. Stevens, the Senate Appropria-
tions Committee’s top Republican, says so
publicly of Bush’s budget chief; others
complain privately to the White House that
they can’t deal with Daniels. They charge
he is trying to score political points at Con-
gress’s expense, to aid a run for the Senate
from Indiana later.

Ire erupts after interviews in which

‘Daniels belittles Congress. Cheney goes to

the Capitol to rescue a $40 billion emer-

" gency-spending bill—and soothe House Ap-

propriations Chairman Young. Daniels’s
office says it asked Cheney to go; Republi-
cans say that is because Danijels wasn't
welcome. With deputy Sean O’Keefe mov-
ing to head NASA, longtime GOP budget
staffer Bill' Hoagland rejects avertures
about the job.
With Congress still in town, in
speeches Duniels quotes the song, “How
can I miss you if you won’t go away?”

PENTAGON PLANS for big Increases,
but hasn’t enlisted the budget office.

The services are told to build increases
of about $15 billion annually into their
plans for the budgets of the next two
years. Such rises, inconceivable before
Sept. 11, would drive overall military
spending to $360 billion by 2004. On the

1ish list: intelligence-gathering sensors
and spy drones—in high demand in Af-
ghanistan but low supply.
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Last Call?

Under Rising Pressure,
AT&T's CEO Tries
Ta Hold On to an Icon

Loaded Down With Debt,
Hitby Competition, Firm
- May Be Sold Off in Pieces

A Losing Battle With the Bells

By DeBORAH SOLOMON
Staff Reporter of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL

NEW YORK-C. Michael Armstrong
has spent four years of furious deal making
in a bid to push AT&T Corp. beyond its
long-distance roots and back on top of the
telecommunications landscape.

Now, the chief executive and his top lieu-
tenants are working frantically just to keep
control of the company’s destiny. Publicly,
they insist that AT&T is better off than most
of its peers struggling to survive the telecom
meltdown. But privately, amid 16-hour days
crisscrossing the nation in corporate jets,
even they acknowledge that the end of an in-
dependent AT&T may well be in sight.

Faced with amassive debt load and a dete-
riorating cash position, AT&T is on the verge
of selling parts or all of the business icon.
That could include the two cable cnmpanies
Mr. Armstrong spent $100bil¥i~~ wuirein
hopes of building an altern - .at-phone

e - networ.. . cable lines.
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cy spending. (Articles on Pages A2und Al4)
) * * *

Weaknesses remain in the health sys-
ten's preparations for terrorist attacks, ad-
ministration officials told Congress. Mean-
while, lawmakers unveiled a $3.2 billion plan
10 fight bioterrorism. A top FBi official said
recent Pennsylvania raids are unlikely to
aid the anthrax inquiry. (Articleon Page A6)

* * * .

Arafat called for Israeli withdrawal from
the West Bank, Gaza Strip and east Jerusa-
feminaspeechon the 13thanniversary of his
declaration of Palestinian independence. Is-
raeli raids left a Palestinian dead as Arafat’s
police freed two militants detained after the
“assassination of an Israeli cabinet minister.

* * ¥*

Serb police guarded government build-
ings after a mutinous secret-police unit, an-
gry at Belgrade’s dealings with the Hague, re-
fused to accept civilian control. Separately,
Kosovo voles tomorrow in a first, if sym-
bolic, step toward independence from Serbia.

Macedonia’s parliament approved con-
stitutional reforms underpinning a peace
deal. The vote came after along period of pres-
sure by Western envoys to codify new rights
for ethnic Albanians after rebels disbanded.

* * *

Afederal judge dismissed all remaining
charges against two former Utah Olympic
officials accused of buying votes to win the
2002 Winter Games for Salt Lake City. The
judge had thrown out four key counts in July.

* * *

Cancer researchers have developed a
method of encapsulating single atoms of ra-
dioactive material in injectable molecules
that can find and destroy tumor cells. Human
trials may begin soon. (Article on Page B3)

* * *

Two freight tralns collided head-on about
25 miles northwest of Detroit, killing two
crewmen, injuring two others and forcing
nearby evacuations. Investigators focused
on a switching malfunction or bad weather.

¥* * *

Peace Corps workers were recalled from
Zimbabwe after the government refused to
issue permits for new volunteers. Harare
has been reducing the presence of interna-
tional agencies ahead of elections next year.

might end up in Afghanistan. Pakistan,
once a welcoming gateway for Arab muja-
hedeen, has also closed Afghan frontier
crossings in recent weeks and carefully
screens all Arab visa applicants, submit-
ting their names to local security agencies.

Across the Middle East, hundreds.of
presumed jihad organizers, who openly
worked out of mosques and even govern-
ment offices to send fighters to Afghani-
stan in the 1980s and Bosnia-Herzegovina
in the 1990s, have been rounded up since
the Sept. 11 killings in New York and Wash-

Arabian
Sea

ington. “Back in the past, going to jihad in
Afghanistan was a big thing, something to
be celebrated by everybody,” explains Ja-
mal Khashoggi, a Saudi newspaper editor
who frequently met Mr. bin Laden in Af-
ghanistan while covering the war in the
1980s. “Now, if you're a Saudi and you're
going to fight there for the Taliban, you're
joining the enemy.”

In part, that’s because few Arab govern-

- ments want to upset the U.S. and end up a

target in the Bush administration’s war on
terrorism. More important, the Afghan ji-
had campaign against the Soviets badly
boomeranged on its Middle Eastern spon-
sors. Returning Afghan veterans such as
Mr. bin Laden have helped destabiiize
much of the Arab world, fueling terrorist
groups such as Egypt’s Islamic Jihad, Alge-
ria’s GIA and the Aden Abyan [slamic
Army in Yemen.

Intoxicated with their success in defeat-
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FIRST LADY Laura Bush will sub for

her husband in tomorrow’s national radio

address, to kick off a campaign highlight-
ing the Afghan Taliban’s abuse of women.
Also involved: Jay Leno’s wife, Mavis, and
Britain's Cherie Blair. Yesterday, at the
Bush ranch, Russla's President Putin
agreed the women need help, but the “end
result” must not be that “a lady would
turn into a man.”

TERRORISTS’ FUNDS are Treasury
Secretary O’Neill’s target in Ottawa today,
as he presses the G-20 group of nations to
form money-laundering  surveillance
units. The units would join the global Eg-
mont Group intelligence exchange; among
G-20 nations that don’t belong are Saudi
Arabia, China, Germany, Indonesia and
India. Countries meeting in Canada have
agreed to an antiterrorism agenda but not
to specific actions.

JOB REFERENCE: The White House
as early as today may grant Senate Major-
ity Leader Daschle’s wish and name his
aide, Jonathan Adelstein, to one of two
Democratic seats on the Federal Communi-
cations Commission. The vacancy has left

. the FCC with a 3-1 GOP edge.

LEGAL LOOPHOLE: Microsoft tries to
shield its top Washington lawyer, Charles
F. Rule, from having to reveal some con-
tacts with the administration before he ne-
gotjated the company’s controversial anti-
trust settiement. He was formally named
a counsel of record yesterday, exempting
him from disclosures otherwise demanded
under a 1974 law requiring court review of
antitrust deals.

GOP’S GILMORE is safe through 2002,
White House advisers say.

., The party chairman will stay on
through the critical midterm elections,
they are telling Republicans; many- are
unhappy about the GOP’s loss last week of
the governorships in New Jersey and
Gilmore’s Virginia.

Democrats gloat they have won “the
main event” in redistricting after a fed-
eral court panel approves a plan favorable
to Texas's majority-Democratic House del-
egation. GOP Leader DeLay of Texas had
predicted gains of as many as eight seats;
the party still says it can add two.

Republicans urge ex-Rep. Lazio,
1ho lost a Senate race to Hillary Clin-
ton. to seek his old House seut back

phone companies enter the long-distance
markel at a rapid clip, AT&T faces the pros-
pect of heavy new competition.

The situation AT&T now finds itself in “is
a little bit like Gen. Cornwallis surrendering
to Revolutionary forces,” says Tom Evslin,
chief executive of Internet telephony firm
ITXC Corp. and-a former AT&T executive.

The Parts or the Whole? .

While many have speculated whether
Mr. Armstrong would ultimately be re-

moved from the helm of AT&T, it appears

instead that AT&T is slowly being taken
away from him. The company’s directors,
and Mr. Armstrong himself, had.reluctantly
come to the realization that AT&T is worth
more in pieces than as a struggling whole
when they announced a plan to break it into
four pieces 4 year ago. Now, il appears the
company will not be able to hold on to those
different parts. “Times have changed,”
says a person close to Mr. Armstrong. Now,
the thinking is, “If you're going to break up,
why not just sell the pieces and get some
long-term value for shareholders?”

With several trips to Washington a
month, Mr. Armstrong, the ti-year-old
former head of General Motors Corp.’s
Hughes Electronics, is pleading with regula-
tors toorder relief. Taking an even more visi-
ble role is the company's chief financial of-
ficer, Charles Noski, who is trying to juggle
the various credit-rating agencies, the equity
and debt markets, AT&T's board and Wall
Street as well as heading negotiations for the
company's cable-TV unit. .

Mr. Armstrong argues AT&T is better
off today than it was when he ook over,
pointing to the building of wireless and ca-
bie franchises. “In 1997 we didn't know if

AT&T had a future. But today we've got the
assets, we've got the businesses, we’ve got.

the management tearn. We've got a future,”
says Mr. Armstrong.

Hopes of Keeping It Together

He and other AT&T officials hold out the
possibility of keeping the empire together.
But he acknowledges that AT&T may not
stay intact: “If it's in a form of stand-alone
companies or in the form of further industry
consolidation, those assets and those people
and those customers will still be AT&T."

Some of AT&T's woes reflect those
across the telecommunications industry,
which is imploding in the wake of a massive
glut of capacity and retrenchment of once-
abundant investment dollars “ut AT&T's
plight was aggravated bt 5 of deals
struck by Mr. Armstron,
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LEAHY: I just want to do a little housekeeping here. I want to make sure the chairman and
ranking member of the Antitrust Subcommittee are here -- Senator Kohi and Senator DeWine
-- both of whom have done a superb job for years in handling antitrust matters.

1 told Senator DeWine earlier -- now this would probably cause a recall petition for the
Republican Party in Ohio, but what a terrific job he did as chairman and what a terrific job
Senator Kohl has done as chairman on antitrust matters in pointing out that they're issues of
great complexity, very important to everybody here in the Senate. I've look at the proposed
settlement the Department of Justice and nine states have transmitted to the District Court.
The reason that they planned for the conclusion of what has really been a landmark antitrust
litigation. But now, it's going to pass the legal test set out in the Tunney Act if it's going to
gain court approval. That test is both simple and broad, and requires an evaluation of
whether the proposed settlement is in the public interest.

There is significant difference of opinion over how well the proposed settlement passes this
legal test. In fact, the states participating in the litigation against Microsoft are evenly split -
- nine states joined in the proposed settlement and nine non-settling states presented the
court with an alternative remedy.

As the courts wrangie with the technical and complex legal issues at stake in the case, this
committee is conducting hearings to educate ourselves and to educate the public about what
this proposed settlement really means for our high-tech industry and for all of us who use
computers at work, at school, and at home.

Scrutiny of the proposed settlement by this committee during the course of the Tunney Act
proceeding is particularly important. The focus of our hearing today is to examine whether
the proposed settlement is good public policy and not to go into the legal technicalities.

The questions raised here and views expressed may help inform the court. I pian with
Senator Hatch to forward to the court the record of this hearing for consideration as the court
goes about the difficult task of completing the Tunney Act proceedings and the remedy solved
by the non-settling states.

I am especially concerned that the District Court takes the opportunity seriously to consider
the remedy proposal of the non- settling states but to consider them before she makes her
final determination on the other parties' proposed settlement.
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The insights of the other participants in this complicated and hard-fought case are going to
be valuable additions to the comments received in the Tunney Act proceeding. I would hope
that it would help inform the evaluation whether the settlement is in the public interest, a
matter of which for many people is still an open question.

The effects of this case extend beyond simply the choices available in the software
marketplace. The United States has long been the world feader in bringing innovative
solutions to software problems, in creating new tools and applications for use on computers
and the web, and in driving forward the flow of capital into these new and rapidly growing
sectors of the economy.

This creativity is not limited just to Silicon Valley. My own home area, Burlington, Vermont,
ranks seventh in the nation in terms of patent filings. Burlington has 38,000 people. It's in a
county of about 130,000 people. It is not per capita. This is actual filings -- seven in the
nation.

So, whether the settlement proposal will help or hinder this process, and whether the high
tech industries will play the important role that they should in our nation's economy, is a
larger issue behind the immediate effects of this proposal.

So, with that in mind, I intend to ask the representatives of the settling parties how their
resolution of this conflict will serve the ends that the antitrust laws require.

Our courts have developed a test for determining the effectiveness of a remedy in a Sherman
Act case: The remedy must end the anti-competitive practices, it must deprive the wrongdoer
of the fruits of the wrongdoing and it must ensure that the illegality never recurs.

The Tunney Act also requires that any settlement of such a case serve the public interest.
These are all high standards, but they are reasonable ones and people have dealt with them
for years. In this case, the D.C. Circuit, sitting en banc and writing unanimously, found that
Microsoft had engaged in serious exclusionary practices, to the detriment of their
competitors and, thus, to all consumers. So, we have to satisfy ourselves that these matters
have been addressed and redressed, or if they have not, why not.

I have noted my concern that the procedural posture of this case not jeopardize the
opportunity of the non-settling states to have their day in court and not deprive the District
Court of the value of their views on appropriate remedies in a timely fashion. In addition, I
have two basic areas of concern about the proposed settlement.

First, I find many of the terms of the settiement to be either confusingly vague, subject to
manipulation, or worse, both. Mr. Rule raised an important and memorable point when he
last testified before this committee in 1997 during the important series of hearings that were
convened by Senator Hatch on competition in the digital age, hearings that have shaped a lot
of thinking in the Senate.

Testifying about the first Microsoft-Justice Department consent decree, Mr. Rule said, quote:
"Ambiguities in decrees are typically resolved against the government. In addition, the
government's case must rise or fail on the language of the decree; the government cannot
fall back on some purported 'spirit’ or 'purpose’ of the decree to justify an interpretation not
clearly supported by the language.”

LEAHY: So, we take seriously such counsel, and would worry if ambiguity in the proposed
settlement would jeopardize its enforcement.

Secondly, I am concerned that the enforcement mechanism described in the proposed decree
lacks the power and the timeliness necessary to inspire confidence in its effectiveness.
Particularly in light of the absence of any requirement that the decree be read in broad
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remedial terms, it is especially important that we inquire into the likely operation of the
proposed enforcement scheme and its effectiveness.

Any lawyer who has litigated cases, and Mr. James, I would certainly include you, any
business person knows how distracting litigation of this magnitude can be and appreciates
the value that reaching an appropriate settiement can have not only for the parties but also
for consumers, who are harmed by anti-competitive conduct, and the economy. I'm the first
one to say that we'd like some finality, so everybody involved, all companies, can know what
the standards are and all consumers can know what they are.

Because of that, I do not come to this hearing prejudging the merits of this proposed
settlement but instead as one who is ready to embrace a good settlement that puts an end to
the merry-go-round of Microsoft litigation over consent decrees.

But the serious questions that have been raised about the scope, enforceability and
effectiveness of this proposed settiement leave me concerned that, if it's approved in its
current form, it may simply be an invitation for the next chapter of litigation. I want an end
to this thing. I think everybody wants at end to it, but we want an end to it where we know
what the rules are going to be. If we don't know what the rules are going to be, as sure as
the sun rising in the East, we're going to face these issues again.

On this point, I share the concern of Judge Robert Bork, who warns, in his written
submission, that the proposed settlement "contains so many ambiguities and loopholes as to
make it unenforceable, and likely to guarantee years of additional litigation”,

I look forward to hearing from the Department of Justice and the other witnesses here. I will
put into the record a series of letters, one, a letter to myself and Senator Hatch from James
Barksdale, another letter to Assistant Attorney General James and Senator Hatch and a letter
to Senator Hatch from Assistant Attorney General James, letters to myself and Senator Hatch
and Robert Bork, a letter to myself and Ralph Nader with two enclosures, written testimony of
the Computing Technology Industry Association; written testimony of Catfish Software, Inc.;
and written testimony of Mark Havicek (ph) of Digital Data Resources, Inc.

I yield to Senator Hatch who has been such a support of hearings on this issue earlier.
HATCH: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

As you know, we conducted a series of hearings, as you've mentioned, in this committee in
1997 and 1998 to examine the policy implications of the competitive landscape of the then
burgeoning high- tech economy and industry, which was about to explode with the advent of
the Internet.

Those hearings focused on competition in the industry, in general, and, more specifically,
complaints that Microsoft had been engaged in anti-competitive behavior that threatened
competition and innovation to the detriment of consumers. Our goal was, and I believe today
is, to determine how best to preserve competition and foster innovation in the high-
technology industry.

Although the committee, and I, as its chairman -- then chairman, was criticized by some, 1
strongly believed then, and continue to believe now, that in a robust economy involving new
technologies, effective antitrust enforcement today would prevent the need for heavy-handed
government regulations of business tomorrow.

My interest in the competitive marketplace in the high-technology industry was animated by
my strong opposition to regulations of the industry, whether by government, or by one or few
companies.
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As we may remember, the hearings before the Judiciary Committee developed an extensive
record of Microsoft's conduct, and evidenced various efforts by the company to maintain
and extend its operating system monopoly.

These findings, I would note, were reaffirmed by a unanimous, and ideologically diverse
Court of Appeals. The Microsoft case -- and its ultimate resolution -- present one of the
most important developments in antitrust law in recent history, certainly in my memory.

As 1 have emphasized before, having a monopoly is not illegal under our laws. In fact, in a
successful capitalist system, striving to be one should be encouraged, as a matter of fact.

However, anti-competitive conduct intended to maintain or extend this monopoly would harm
competition and could possibly be violative of our laws. I believe no one would disagree that
the D.C. Circuit Court's decision reaffirmed the fundamental principle that a monopolist --
even a monopolist in a high-tech industry like software -- must compete on the merits to
maintain its monopoly, which brings us to today's hearing. We are here to examine the policy
implications of the proposed settlement in the government's antitrust litigation against
Microsoft.

Mr. Chairman, rather than closing the book on the Microsoft inquiry, the proposed
settlement appears to be only the end of the latest chapter.

The settling parties are currently in the middle of the so-calied Tunney Act process before the
court. And, the non-settling parties have chosen to further litigate this matter and last week
filed their own proposed settlement.

This has been a complex case with significant consequences for Microsoft, high-tech
entrepreneurs and the American public as well. The proposed settlement between Microsoft
and the Justice Department and nine of the plaintiff state attorneys general is highly
technical.

We have all been studying it, and its impact, with great interest. Each of us has heard from
some, including some of our witnesses here today, that the agreement contains much that is
very good. Not surprisingly, we have also heard and read much criticism of the settlement.
These are complex issues, and I would hope today's hearing will illuminate the many
questions that we have.

I should note that about two weeks ago, I sent a set of detailed and extensive questions
about the scope, interpretation, and intended effects of the proposed settiement to the
Justice Department, naturally seeking further information on my part.

First, I want to commend the department for getting the responses to these questions to me
promptly. We received them yesterday. I think the questions, which were made public, and
the Department's responses, could be helpful to each member in forming an independent and
fair analysis of the proposed settlement.

To that end, and for the benefit of the committee, Mr. Chairman, I would like to make both
the questions and the department's answers part of the record for this hearing, so I would
ask unanimous consent that they be made part of the record.

As I noted in my November 29 letter to the department, 1 have kept an open mind regarding
this settiement, and continue to do so. I have had questions regarding the practical

enforceability of the proposed settlement and whether it will effectively remedy the unlawful
practices identified by the D.C. Circuit, and restore competition in the software marketplace.

I am also cognizant of both the limitation of the claims contained in the original Justice
Department complaint by the D.C. Circuit, as well as the standards for enforcement under
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settled antitrust law.

I believe that further information regarding precisely how the proposed settlement will be
interpreted, given D.C. Circuit case law, is necessary to any full and objective analysis of the
remedies proposed therein. I hope that this hearing will result in the development of such
information that would supplement the questions that I put forth to the Department.

Mr. Chairman, one important and critical policy issue that I would hope we can address
today, and that I would like all of our witness to consider as they wait to be empaneled so
that they can discuss, is the difficult issue of the temporal relation of antitrust enforcement in
new high-technology markets.

It cannot be overemphasized that timing is a critical issue in examining conduct in the so-
called "new economy". Indeed, the most significant lesson the Microsoft case has taught us
is this fact. The D.C. Circuit found this issue noteworthy enough to discuss in the first few
pages of its opinion. And I will quote from the unanimous court:

"What is somewhat problematic is that just over six years have passed since Microsoft
engaged in the first conduct plaintiffs alleged to be anti-competitive. As the record in this
case indicates, six years seems like an eternity in the computer industry. By the time the
court can assess liability, firms, products, and the marketplace are likely to have changed
dramatically. This, in turn, threatens enormous practical difficulties for courts considering the
appropriate measure of relief in equitable enforcement actions.” The Court goes on to say
that "Innovation to a large degree has already rendered the anti-competitive conduct
obsolete, although by no means harmless™ unquote.

This issue is one that is relevant for this committee to consider as a larger policy matter, as
well as how it relates to this case and the proposed settlement we are examining today. Let
me just say that one of things that worries me is what are the enforcement capabilities of this
settiement agreement? It was only a few years before these matters arose that Microsoft
had agreed to a consent decree -- to a conduct decree that many feel that they did not live
up to.

I think it's a legitimate issue to raise as to how well the agreement that the Justice
Department has worked out with Microsoft and nine of the plaintiffs, how will it be enforced
if anti- competitive conduct continues.

In that regard, let me just raise Mr. Barksdale's letter which I believe you put into the record.

LEAHY: I did, I did.

HATCH: Let me raise it, because he does make some interesting comments in his letter and if
I can read them, I think they might be -- at least part of opening up the questions in this
matter. I'll just quote a few paragraphs.

He says: "These developments have stiffened my resolve to do all I can to ensure that
competition and consumer choice are reintroduced to the industry. It is vitally important that
no company can do to a future Netscape that Microsoft did to Netscape from 1995 to 1999.
It is universally recognized that the 1995 consent decree was ineffective. I respectfully
submit that the proposed final judgment, PFJ, is the subject of the hearing would be even
less effective, if possible, than the 1995 decree in restoring competition and stopping anti-
competitive behavior. Accordingly, Senator Leahy, I'm going to follow your suggestion that I
help the committee answer one of the central questions. If the PF] had been in effect all
along, how would it have affected Netscape? More important, how will it affect future
Netscapes?"
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He describes the impact on future Netscapes as follows and let me just read a couple of
paragraphs in this regard: "As discussed in the attached document, the unambiguous
conclusion is that the PF] agreed upon last month by Microsoft and the Department of
Justice had been in existence in 1994, Netscape would have never been able to obtain the
necessary venture capital financing. In fact, the company would have not come into being in
the first place. The work of Mark Andresson's team at the University of Illinois in developing
the Mosaic browser would likely have remained an academic exercise. An innovative,
independent browser company simply could not survive under the PFJ and such would be the
effect on any company developing the future technologies as innovative as the browser was
in the mid-1990s."

He goes on to characterize whether or not Microsoft could have developed itself, but let me
just read the last two paragraphs of this letter: "If the PF]'s provisions are allowed to go into
effect, it is unrealistic to think that anybody would ever secure venture capital financing to
compete against Microsoft. This would be a tragedy for our nation. It makes a mockery of
the notion that the PF] is, quote, "good for the economy", unquote. If the PF] goes into
effect, it will subject an entire industry to dominance by an unconstrained monopolist, thus
snuffing out competition, consumer choice and innovation in perhaps our nation's most
important industry. And worse, it will allow them to extend their dominance to more
traditional businesses, such as financial services, entertainment, telecommunications and
perhaps many others. :

Four years ago, I appeared before committee and was able to demonstrate, with the help of
the audience, that Microsoft undoubtedly had a monopoly. Now it has been proven in the
course that Microsoft not only having a monopoly, but they have illegally maintained that
monopoly through a series of abusive and predatory actions. I submit to the committee that
Microsoft is infinitely stronger in each of their core businesses than they were four years
ago, despite the fact that their principal arguments have been repudiated eight to zero by the
federal courts. Now, if you'll keep these thoughts in mind during your hearing, let me send a
more detaiied analysis of my views as followed".

Well, the importance of that letter is basically, Barksdale was one of the original
complainants against Microsoft and was one of the very important witnesses before this
committee in those years when we were trying to figure out what we're doing here.

And I don't think you can ignore that, so these questions have to be answered that he raises,
plus the questions that I had given as well.

So, that's the -- you put that letter in the record?

LEAHY: I have and also I understood you wanted those letters (inaudible).

HATCH: I appreciate it.

Let me just say, Mr. Chairman, I'm grateful that you're continuing the committee's important
role in high technology policy matters, and I as I would expect you to do, because I know
that you take a great interest in these matters, as do, I think, every individual person on this
committee and as does every individual person on the committee.

HATCH: I certainly look forward to hearing our witnesses today and I'm going to keep an
open mind on where we're going here and hopefully they can resolve these matters in a way
that is beneficial to everybody, including those who are against Microsoft and Microsoft
itself.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

LEAHY: Thank you.
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Senator Kohl?

KOHL: Mr. Chairman, we thank you for holding this hearing here today. This is a crucial time
for competition in the high tech sector of our economy. After spending more than three years
pursuing its groundbreaking antitrust case against Microsoft, the government has
announced a settiement.

But the critical question remains, will this settlement break Microsoft's stranglehoid over the
computer software industry and restore competition in this vital sector of our economy. I
have serious doubts that it will.

An independent federal court, both a trial court and a court of appeals found that Microsoft
broke the law and that its violation should be fixed. This antitrust case was as big as they
come. '

Microsoft crushed a competitor, illegally tried to maintain its monopoly and stifled
innovation in this market. Now, after all these years of litigation, of charges and
countercharges, this settlement leaves us wondering, "Did we really accomplish anything?"
Or, in the words of the old song, “Is that all there is?"

Does this settlement debate a Supreme Court mandate that it must deny the antitrust
violator the fruits of its illegal conduct? It seems to me and to many, including nine of the
states that joined the federal government in suing Microsoft, that this settlement agreement
is not strong enough to do the job to restore competition to the computer software industry.

It contains so many loopholes; qualifications and exceptions that many worry that Microsoft
will easily be able to evade its provisions.

Today, for the vast majority of computer users, the first thing they see when they turn on
their machine is the now familiar Microsoft logo placed on the Microsoft start menu. And all
of their computer operations take place through the filter of Microsoft's Windows operating
system.

Microsoft's control over the market is so strong that today, more than 95 percent of all
personal computers run under Windows operating system, a market share high enough to
constitute a monopoly under antitrust law.

Its share of the Internet browsing market is now over 85 percent and reported a profit margin
of 25 percent in the most recent quarter, a very high number in challenging economic times.

Microsoft has the power to dictate terms to manufacturers who wish to gain access to the
Windows operating system and the ability to leverage its dominance into other forms of
computer software. Microsoft has never been shy about using its market power.

Are we here today really confident that in five years, this settlement will have had any
appreciable impact on these facts of life in the computer industry? I am not.

We stand today on the threshold of writing the rules of competition in the digital age. We
have two options. One option involves one dominate company controlling the computer
desktop facing minor restraints that expire in five years, but acting as a gatekeeper to 95
percent of all personal computer users.

The other mile is the flowering of innovation and new products that resulted from the

breakup from the AT&T telephone monopoly nearly 20 years ago. From cell phones to faxes,
from long distance price wars to the development of the Internet itself, the end of the
telephone monopoly brought an explosion of new technologies and services that benefit
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millions of consumers every day. We should insist on nothing less in this case.

In sum, any settlement in this case shouild make the market for computer software as
competitive as the market for computer hardware is today. Whiie there is nothing wrong with
setting, of course, we should insist on a settlement that has an immediate, substantial and
permanent impact on restoring competition in this industry.

I thank our witnesses for testifying today and we look forward to hearing your views.
LEAHY: Thank you.
Senator DeWine?

DEWINE: Mr. Chairman, thank you very much for holding this very important hearing
concerning the Department of Justice's proposed final judgment in its case against
Microsoft.

Mr. Chairman, as we examine this judgment and attempt to imagine what it will mean for the
future of competition in this market, we must keep in mind the serious nature of this case.

According to the D.C. Circuit Court, Microsoft did, in fact, violate our antitrust laws. Their
behavior hurt the competitive marketplace. This is something that we must keep in mind as
we examine the proposed final judgment.

This hearing is particularly important at this time, because federal law does require the
District Court to examine the proposed settlement and determine if it is, in fact, in the public
interest.

Federal law clearly allows the public to be heard on such matters. I believe that this forum
today will further that process of public discussion.

The Court of Appeals in this case, relying on established Supreme Court case law, explained
when appropriate remedy in antitrust case, such as this one, must seek to accomplish. It
should unfetter the market and anti-competitive conduct, terminate the illegali monopoly and
deny the defendant the fruits of its violations. ’

It's important, Mr. Chairman, that we examine where the proposed decree would, in fact,
accomplish these goals. There seems to be a great deal of disagreement about what the
competitive impact of the decree will be. While the proposed settiement, correctly, I believe,
focuses primarily on the market for middleware, there has been a great deal of concern
raised about the mechanism for enforcing such a settlement. Specifically, I think we need to
discuss further whether the public interest would be better served with a so-called special
master or some sort of administrative mechanism or whether the Justice Department can be
more effective in enforcing the decree on its own.

In addition to the Department of Justice's proposed final judgment, we also have the benefit
of another remedy's proposal which has been submitted to the court by nine states that did
not join with the antitrust division's proposal. I would like to hear from our witnesses about
the role they believe this alternative proposal should play in the ongoing Tunney Act
proceedings.

As I mentioned early, Mr. Chairman, the Court of Appeals directed that any remedies should
seek to deny Microsoft the fruits of its illegal activities. One clear benefit Microsoft derives
from its violations was the effective destruction of Netscape as a serious competitor and a
decrease in Java's market presence.

It's obviously impossible to go back in time and resurrect the exact market structure that
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existed, but it is important to discuss how the proposed settiement deals with this problem.

I'd also like to note for the record that Microsoft will be represented today by one of their
outside counsel, Rick Rule, rather than an actual employee of the company. Mr. Rule is an
outstanding antitrust lawyer. He is well qualified to testify on this issue and we certainly look
forward to hearing his testimony today.

However, Mr. Chairman, I must say that I am disappointed that Microsoft chose not to send
an actual officer of the company because it does not appear to represent, frankly, the fresh
start that I think we're all hoping to begin today.

Finally, I would like to thank you, Mr. Chairman, Ranking Member Hatch and Antitrust
Subcommittee Chairman Kohl for all of your hard work in putting this hearing together and
all of your work on this issue generally, over the last year. ’

1 look forward to the testimony of our witnesses today and the committee's continuing
oversight of this very important issue.

LEAHY: Mr. James, there's a vote on the floor. I think there's about two or three minutes left
in the roll call vote. We're going to suspend while we go to vote, but I think...

JAMES: I have a really brief statement. Could I make that before you adjourn?
LEAHY: You can.

JAMES: Let me just say that at this hearing and the accompanying media spectacle indicate
that Microsoft case is a subject of significant public interest and debate. Some argue that
the case itself never should have been filed to begin with. Now, after nearly four years of
litigation, Microsoft, the Department of Justice and nine states, have reached a settlement.

I just want to commend the parties for their tireless effort and countless hours in reaching
the compromise. Settlement is nearly always preferable to litigation and regulation by the
market is nearly always better than regulation by litigation or the government, for that
matter. ‘

As far as what the public thinks, just this week a nationwide survey indicated U.S.
government and Microsoft agreed to settie the antitrust case, however, nine state AGs
argued that the antitrust case against Microsoft should continue. Which statement do you
agree with?

U.S. economy and consumers would be better off id the issue where we settle as soon as
possible, 70 percent; the court should continue to investigate whether Microsoft should be
punished for its business activities, 24 percent. Not that the public is always determinative,
but I thought that would be an interesting observation to add.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

LEAHY: I think, Mr. James, I think you'd know from the comments that we're across the
board here. Everybody, or the majority of the people favor a settlement, but I must say that I
don't think the majority of the people favor any settlement. They favor a good settlement and
that's what the questions will be directed at and that's why nine attorneys general have
expressed concern. Nine agreed with the settlement, nine disagreed with the settlement.
These are all very good, very talented people.

So, in your testimony when we come back, you've heard a number of the questions that have
been raised and we look forward to you responding to them.
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We'll stand in recess while we vote.
(RECESS)
LEAHY: Sorry for that.

LEAHY: Mr. James, I should put on for the record, Mr. James has served as the assistant
attorney general for the antitrust division since June 2001. He previously served as deputy
assistant attorney general for the Antitrust Division for the first Bush administration from
1989 to '92. He served as acting assistant attorney general for several months in '92.

He was then the head of the antitrust practice of Jones Day Reavis & Pogue in Washington.
Not knowing what the Senate schedule might be, Mr. James, we'll put your whole statement
in the record, of course. I wonder if you might summarize it, but also with some reference to
the charge made in the letter to Senator Hatch and myself by Mr. Barksdale, who said-had
this been the ground rules -- we never would have been able to get Netscape off the ground
had it been the ground rules at the time they began Netscape, they would have never been
able to create Netscape. If that is accurate, of course, we've got a real problem:

So, Mr. James, it's all yours.
JAMES: Thank you, Senator Leahy and good morning to you and members of the committee.

I'm pleased to appear before you today to discuss the proposed settiement of our still
pending case against Microsoft Corporation.

With me today are Deborah Majoris (ph), my deputy, and Phil Malone (ph), who has been the
lead staff lawyer on the Microsoft case from the very beginning. I note their presence here
because they were the ones who responded to the judge's order that we negotiate around the
clock and I think they've recovered now.

As you know, on November 2, the department and nine states entered into the proposed
settlement. We're in the midst of the Tunney Act period, as you know, and that will end at
the end of January at which point the District Court will determine whether the settlement is
in the public interest. We think that it is.

I'm somewhat limited in what I can say about the case because of the pendency of the
Tunney Act proceeding, but of course, I'm happy to discuss this with the committee for the
purpose of public explication.

When thinking about the Microsoft case, from my perspective, it's always important to
distinguish between Microsoft, the public spectacie and Microsoft, the actual legal dispute.
We look, in particular, to what the department alleged in its complaint and how the court
ruled on those allegations.

The antitrust division complaint had four counts: attempted monopolization of browser
market in violation of Section II; individual and competitive acts; and a course of conduct to
maintain the operating system monopoly in violation of Section II of the Sherman Act; tying
it's own browser to the operating system in violation of Section I; and exclusive dealing in
violation of Section 1.

I would note that a separate monopoly leveraging claim brought by the states was thrown
out prior to trial and that the states at one time had alleged in their complaint
monopolization of Microsoft Office market and that was eliminated by the states through an

amendment.

There was, of course, a trial before Judge Jackson, at the conclusion of which Judge Jackson
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found for the government on everything but exclusive dealing and ordered Microsoft to be
split into a separate operating system and applications businesses after a one year
transitional period under interim conduct remedies.

On appeal, however, only the monopoly maintenance claims survived unscathed. The attempt
at monopoly claim was dismissed. The time claim was reversed and remanded for further
proceedings under a much more rigorous standard and the remedy was vacated with the
court ordering remedial hearings before a new judge to address the fact that liability findings
had been, in their words, drastically curtailed.

Even the monopoly maintenance claim was cut back in the Court of Appeals decision. The
Court of Appeals found for Microsoft on some of the specific practice and rules against the
government on the so- called "course of conduct theory" of liability.

I recount all of this history to make two basic points that I think are important as we discuss
the settlement.

First, the case, even as initially framed by the Department of Justice, was a fairly narrow
challenge. It was never a direct assault on the acquisition of the operating system monopoly
itself.

Second, and perhaps much more important, the case that emerged from the Court of Appeals
was much narrower, still focusing exclusively on the middleware threat to the operating
system monopoly and specific practices, not a course of conduct found to be any competitor.

The Court of Appeals decision determines the reality of the case as we found it in the
department when I first arrived there in June as you noted. The conduct found to be unlawful
by the court was the sole basis of relief.

It's probably worth talking just briefly about the monopoly maintenance claim. The claim
alleges that Microsoft engages in various anti-competitive practices, the NT, the
development of rival web browsers and Java. These products came to be known as
middleware and was thought to pose a threat to the operating system monopoly because
they had the potential to become platforms for other software applications.

The court noted that the middleware threat was nascent, that is to say that no one could
predict when, if ever, enough applications would be written to middleware for it to
significantly displace the operating system monopoly.

A few comments about the settlement itself. In general terms, our settlement has several
important points that we think fully and demonstrably remedy the middleware issues that
were at the heart of the monopoly maintenance claims,

In particular, are our decree contains a very broad definition of middleware that specifically
includes a forms of platform software that have been identified as potential operating system
threats today and likely to emerge as operating system threats in the future, in the broadest
terms types of contractual restrictions and exclusionary arrangements the Court of Appeals
found to be unlawful.

The defense is in those prohibitions where the appropriate nondiscrimination and non-
retaliation provisions and it creates an environment which middleware developers can create
programs that compete with Microsoft on a function -- like function basis to a regime of
mandatory API documentation and disclosure.

The most simple terms we believe our remedy will permit is the development and deployment
of middleware products without fear of retaliation or economic disadvantage. That is what we
believe and what the court found that consumers actually lost through Microsoft's unlawful
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conduct and that is what we think the consumers will gain through our remedy.

With specific reference to what Mr. Barksdale said, if I may. I've not reviewed Mr. Barksdale's
letter. I know that in this particular situation with so much at stake in this particular
settlement that I've seen lots of hyperbolic statements. I certainly wouldn't necessarily
characterize his in that vein without having read it in some detail.

1 would note, however...

LEAHY: Mr. James, we're going to give you an opportunity to do that, because I want you to
look at it. You can feel free to call it hyperbolic or however, but I would ask that you and your
staff look at his letter, which does raise some serious questions and I would like to see what
response you have for the record.

JAMES: I will be happy to do so.

And with that, I'd be happy to answer your questions.

LEAHY: Did you have more you wanted to say on the letter before you...
JAMES: No, sir. I'm happy to respond to what you folks want to talk about.

LEAHY: The Department of Justice has been involved in litigation against Microsoft for more
than 11 years. I am one of those who had hoped throughout that that the parties might come
to some conclusion. I think that it's in the best interest if you can have a fair conclusion; it's
the best interests of the consumers, the government, Microsoft, competitors and everybody
else.

I have no problem with that, but that presupposes the right kind of settlement. Over the
course of those 11 years, the parties entered into one consent decree and that just ended up
with a whole lot more litigation over the terms of that consent decree.

I mention that because you take this settlement and its already being criticized by some for
the vagueness of its terms and its loopholes. Judge Robert Bork warned that it's and I think
I'm quoting him correctly, "likely to guarantee years of additional litigation".

Now, what kind of assurances can you give or what kind of predictions can you give that if
this settiement is agreed to by the courts, that we're going to see an end to this litigation,
we're going to have to stop this kind of merry go round of Microsoft litigation concerning
compliance or even the meanings of the consent decrees. I notice a ot of people in this room
on both sides of issue. I have a feeling they are here solely because of their interest in
government and not because and not because the meter is running.

A lot of us would like to see this thing end, but why do you feel that this decree, this
settlement is so good that it's going to end?

JAMES: Well, Senator, that's certainly a legitimate question and I understand the spirit in
which it was asked. One, I think, the facts of life is that one of the reasons we have so many
antitrust lawyers and perhaps why there are so many of them in this room, is that firms with
substantial market positions very often are the subject of appropriate antitrust scrutiny and
so it is with Microsoft and so it should be.

Our settlement here is a settiement that resolves a fairly complex piece of litigation. It, by it's
terms, is going to be a complex settlement in as much as it does cover a broad range of
activities and has to look into the future prospectively in a manner that benefits consumers.
Some of that consumer benefit certainly will come from the development of competing
products. Some of that consumer benefit, however, will come from competition from
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Microsoft as it moves into other middleware products, et cetera.

We think that the terms of the decree are certainly enforceable. I think so much of what has
been called a loophole are things that are carve-outs necessary to facilitate pro-competitive
behavior and we certainly think that the enforcement power embodied in this decree, I would
say an unprecedented ievel of enforcement power, three tiers of enforcement power, are
sufficient to let the Department of Justice...

LEAHY: But keep in mind that usually these kinds of decrees, if it's not specifically laid out,
the courts tend to decide the vague questions against the government, not for. Fortune
Magazine called it and said even the loopholes have loopholes, a pretty strong statement
from a very pro-business magazine.

The settlement limits the types of retaliation Microsoft can take against PC manufacturers
that want to carry or promote non-Microsoft software, but some would say that gives a
green light to other types of retaliation.

Now, 1 don't know why doesn't the settilement ban all types of retaliation. It has no -- the
Court of Appeals, it said twice you commingle the browser and operating system code you
violate Section II of the Sherman Act. The proposed settlement contains no prohibit on
commingling code. There is no provision barring the commingling of browser code with the
operating code.

So, you've got areas where they can retaliate. You don't have the barring of this commingling
of code. I mean, are these -- Fortune Magazine, Judge Bork and others justified in thinking
there are too many loopholes here, notwithstanding the levels of enforcement.

JAMES: Let me take your points in order -- first on the subject of retaliation.

Retaliation is a defined term in this decree. It's a term that we are using to define a sort of
conduct that Microsoft can engage in when it engages in ordinary commercial transactions.

I don't think that there is any scope in the bounds of this case to prohibit Microsoft from
engaging in any form of collaborative conduct with anyone in the computer industry.

Certainly, the types of collaborative conduct that are permitted, the so-called "loopholes”, are
the type of conduct that is permitted under standard Supreme Court law embodied in
decisions like broadcast music and NCAA, also embodied in the Federal Trade Commission-
Department of Justice joint venture guidelines that sanction forms of conduct, so that we
think that antitrust lawyers certainly can understand these types of issues and that we think
the courts can understand these types of issues.

JAMES: Secondly, with regard to your more particular point about commingling code -- it's
certainly the case that the Court of Appeals following upon the District Court decision found
that Microsoft had engaged in an act of monopolization in that it commingled code for the
purpose of preventing the Microsoft browser from being removed from the desktop. That's
certainly the finding of the Court of Appeals.

Now, in the process of going through my preparations for this hearing, I went back and
looked at the Department of Justice position with regards to this throughout the course of the
case and even in the contempt proceeding involving the former (inaudible), it has always and
consistently been the Department of Justice's contention that it did not want to force
Microsoft to remove code from the operating system. They said that over and over again in

every brief that's been filed in this case.

What the Department of Justice wanted was an appropriate as a remove functionality that
would give consumers the choice between middleware functionalities. That is exactly the
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remedy we have here and we think it's an effective remedy.

We've gone beyond that particular aspect of this by including into our decree a specific
provision that deals with the question of defaults, in other words, the extent to which a
Microsoft middieware -- 2 non-Microsoft middieware product can take over and be
(inaudible) both automatically in place of a Microsoft middleware product. That's something
that was not in the earlier decree. It's a step beyond what was included in Judge Jackson's
order.

We think that we have addressed the product integration aspects of the Microsoft monopoly
made in this claim in exactly the terms that the department has always pursued with regard
to that particular issue and we're completely satisfied with that aspect of the relief.

LEAHY: Well, I will have a follow up on -- as you probably expect that my time is up and I
want to yield to Senator DeWine. Actually, I have a follow up on the retaliation also, but I do
appreciate your answer.

Senator DeWine?
DEWINE: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

This case has certainly been very controversial and inspired a great deal of discussion
regarding the effectiveness of the antitrust laws, especially within the high tech industry.

Netscape, for example, vocally opposed Microsoft during this litigation and many of
Netscape's complaints really were validated by the courts. And yet, Netscape ended up losing
battle.

This sort of result has led some to question whether our antitrust laws can be effective in this
particular industry and I personally believe the antitrust laws are essential to promoting
competition within the industry and throughout the country.

But I would like to hear what your views are on this subject. What lessons do you think this
case teaches us in regards to that and what do we say to people like Netscape?

JAMES: Well, it's certainly the case that our judicial system very often can provide a crude
tool for redressing particular issues quickly. I would note that this particular case was
litigated on a very fast track and the people at the Department of Justice ought to be really
commended for pushing this case along at even the speed that it's taken, considering the
comparable speed of other cases.

I think, however, that the case stands for an important proposition and that is that the
Department of Justice is up to meeting the challenge, that it has the tools at its disposal to
investigate unlawful conduct, to understand and appreciate the implications of what complex
technical matters involve, to bring the resources to bear in order to litigate these cases to a
successful conclusion and, where appropriate, to reach a settiement that's in the public
interest.

One of the things that I think is an important issue to note here is that there is certainly a
time difference between litigating a matter of individual liability and litigating a matter
involving compliance with a term of a decree.

We think that the enforcement powers that are involved here are appropriate ones. We think
that enforcement by the Department of Justice is the appropriate way to proceed in these
matters and we're confident that this provides the sort of best mechanism for dealing with a
complex matter in complex circumstances.

...Jretrieve? m=d3506801d77575f48435a4483715804d&docnum=2& _fmtsu=FULL&_startdoc=

P— +

MTC-00030631 0785



Search - 263 Results - MICROSOFT Page 16 of 18

DEWINE: One provision of the proposed final judgment requires Microsoft to allow
consumers or computer manufacturers to enable access to competing products. However, to
qualify for these protections, it must have had a million copies distributed in the United
States within the previous year.

This would seem to me to run contrary to traditional antitrust philosophy promoting new
competition. Why are these protections limited to larger competitors?

JAMES: I'm actually glad you asked that question, Senator, because that's one of the
prevailing, I think, misconceptions of the decree.

The provisions of the decree that require Microsoft to allow a OEM placed middieware -
product on the desktop apply without regard to whether or not that product has been
distributed to 1 million people. That is an absolute requirement.

The million-copy distribution provision relates solely to the question of when Microsoft must
undertake these affirmative obligations to create defaults, for example, for a middleware
product, to provide other types of assistance to someone who has developed that product.

The fact of the matter is that this is something that requires a great deal of work, particularly
these complex matters of setting defaults, which is very important to the competitive
circumstances here. It would be very difficult to impose upon Microsoft the responsibility for
making these alterations to the operating system and making them for every subsequent
release of the operating system to be automatic in the case of any software company that
shows up and says, "I have a product that competes”.

But I want to be very clear here, Senator. Every qualifying middleware product without
regard to how many copies its distributed, an OEM can place that product on the desktop
immediately without regard to this 1 million threshold. And quite frankiy, in today’s world, 1
million copies distributed is not a substantial matter. I think in the last year I might have
gotten 1 million copies of AOL 5.0 in the mail.

So, I don't think that that's really a very large impediment.
DEWINE: Can I ask one last question?

You've mentioned in a number of provisions the settlement will (inaudible) beyond the four
corners of a case. But Microsoft agreed to these conditions anyway. What are they and what
is the goal of these provisions?

JAMES: Well, I think one of the most important one is the default provision. As of the time of
our original case, these middleware products were fairly simple, operating in a fairly simple
way. You went -- you clicked onto that product, you evoked that product and then you used it
in whatever way was appropriate.

In today's world, software has changed. We see what they call a more "seamiess user
interface user experience", and it's necessary for people to operate deeply within the
operating system on an integrated basis.

There were allegations that Microsoft overrode consumer choice in these default
mechanisms in the case. With regard to each and every one of those instances alleged by the
Justice Department, the Justice Department lost. The court found that count for Microsoft.

Notwithstanding that as a matter of fencing in and improving the nature of this decree, we
have included into this issue the subject of defauits.

Another important area, I think, is a question of server interoperability and that's a very, very
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important issue as we see going forward. If you go back and read the complaint in this case,
you will find the word "server” almost virtually never appears. There's no sort of very specific
allegations that go to this.

We thought that this was an important alternative platform issue. We thought it was
important to stretch for relief in this area and we did so and got, I think, relief that is very
effective in preserving this as people go into an environment of more distributive web
processing.

So, we think that that's a very powerful thing and I think these are two issues that the
Department of Justice would have had a very, very difficult time sustaining in court to the
extent that the court was inclined to limit us to the proof that we put forward, so I think
these are very positive manifestations of the settlement.

DEWINE: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

LEAHY: We're checking one -- and I mentioned this to Senator Kohl and Senator Sessions
and Senator Cantwell (inaudible) been here to answer questions. We're finding out from the
floor (inaudible) there may have been a (inaudible). Any senator has a right under Senate
rules to object to committees meeting more than two hours after the Senate goes in session.
We're on the farm bill and a number of appropriations and other central matters so that I've
been told that a senator has objected, as every senator has a right to do, to its continuance.

And as a result, the good senator said they want us to, contrary to what is going on in the
Senate floor, we have to respect the rules of the Senate. I do, and we're going to have to
recess this hearing at this time. I'm going to put into the record the statements of all those
who have come here to testify.

Senator Hatch and I will try and find a time we might reconvene this hearing because both
Senator Hatch and I feel this is a very important hearing. Statements will be placed in the
record. The record will be open for questions that might be submitted.

I apologize to everybody. We did not anticipate this. With 100 senators, every so often
somebody exercises that rule. ] emphasize, senators have the right to exercise that rule,
especially when we're in the last three weeks of the session. I think we're going to break for
Christmas Day, but we're in the last three weeks of this session and I think senator
(inaudible) wants to make sure senators pay attention to (inaudible).

HATCH: Mr. Chairman?
LEAHY: Senator Hatch, we really technically out of time.

HATCH: Mr. Chairman, we are out of time. Any Senator can invoke a two-hour rule and a
senator has done that. Fortunately, I think it was against the finance committee markup
today, but we reported out to bill anyway right within the time constraint. That's where I
went. :

But both Senator Leahy and I apologize to the witnesses who put such an effort in being here
today, because this is an important hearing. These are important matters for both sides, to
all sides, I should say. There are not just two sides here, and these matters have a great
bearing on just how positively impactful the United States is going to be in these areas.

So, I hope that we can reconvene within a relatively short period of time and continue this
hearing, because it is a very, very important hearing and we apologize to you that this
happened.

LEAHY: It's out of our hands, but I would normally recess until tomorrow, but tomorrow we
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have this time for an executive committee meeting of the Judiciary Committee to do as we've
done many times already, to vote out a large number of judges.

So, with that, we stand recessed.

(UNKNOWN): Mr. Chairman, just a matter of procedure. I am troubled by what I understand
to be a decision to send this transcript to the court as an official document from Congress in
the middle of a litigation that's ongoing. I would think that anybody's statement that they
gave could be sent to the court. Any senator can write a letter to the court.

LEAHY: I appreciate -- we need to be...
(UNKNOWN): I haven't studied it fully, but as a (inaudible) it troubles me to have a...

LEAHY: That record is open to anybody who wants to send anything in. Senator Hatch and I
have made that decision and that will be the decision of the committee.

We stand in recess.
(UNKNOWN): I will be recorded as objecting.
END

NOTES:
?7?? - Indicates Speaker Unknown

-- - Indicates could not make out what was being said. off mike - Indicates could not make
out what was being said.
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Alphabetical Attorney Listing Attorney Dufabase

Charles F. (Rick) Rule is a partner resident in Fried Frank’s
Washington, DC and New York offices and head of the firm’s
antitrust practice. He joined the firm in 2001.

Mr. Rule’s practice focuses on providing U.S. and international
antitrust advice to a variety of high-profile corporations.
counseling. structuring joint ventures (including business-to-
business exchanges) and representing major corporations in
connection with investigations by the U.S. Department of Justice,
the Federal Trade Commission and the European Commission.

Mr. Rule has represented clients such as Eli Lilly & Company,
Microsoft Corporation, US Airways Inc., WorldCom, Inc., the
National Basketball Association, Goodyear Tire and Rubber Co.,
and Air Products and Chemicals, Inc. He has also been involved in
the antitrust clearance of some of the highest-profile mergers in
recent years, including advising NYNEX in its merger with Bell
Atlantic (now known as Verizon Communications) and serving as
Exxon’s lead counsel in its successful merger with Mobil Oil
Corporation (now known as ExxonMobil Corporation).

Mr. Rule served as William Baxter’s special assistant. in 1982, in
the Antitrust Division of the Department of Justice. He served as
acting head of the Division for almost half of 1985 and was
appointed to the job permanently in late 1986, becoming the
youngest person ever to be confirmed to the position of Assistant
Attorney General in charge of the Antitrust Division. Mr. Rule
continued as the Assistant Attorney General through the remainder
of the Reagan Administration and for the first several months of
the George Bush, Sr. Administration. He received the Edmund J.
Randolph Award from the Department of Justice in 1988.
Following his departure from the Justice Department in 1989, Mr.
Rule was a partner and head of the antitrust practice at the
Washington, DC law firm of Covington & Burling.

Mr. Rule has served as a distinguished adjunct professor of law at

http://www friedfrank.com/bios/ruleri.htm

. -

MTC-00030031 0790



Charles F. (Rick) Rule Page 2 of 2

American University’s Washington College of Law. He was the
inaugural chair of the Corporations, Securities and Antitrust
Practice Group of the Federalist Society, and, from 1989-91. was
chair of the Economics Committee of the ABA Antitrust Section.
He is currently a member of the Advisory Board of BNA’s
Antitrust & Trade Regulation Report and also a member of the
advisory boards of the Washington Legal Foundation and the
Landmark Legal Foundation.

Mr. Rule is included among the world’s leading antitrust lawyers
in the Chambers Global 2000-2001 listing. His biography appears
in Who's Who in America, Who'’s Who in the East, Who's Who in
American Law and similar publications.

Mr. Rule has written extensively and is a frequent lecturer on a
variety of antitrust and regulatory topics, and he contributes a
regular column on antitrust issues to the Daily Deal. (See attached
publications list.)

Mr. Rule received his JD in 1981 from the University of Chicago
Law School and his BA, summa cum laude, in 1978 from
Vanderbilt University. He served as a law clerk for Chief Judge
Daniel M. Friedman of the old United States Court of Claims
(now the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit). He is on the
Visiting Committee for the University of Chicago Law School. He
is admitted to the bar in the District of Columbia.

Alphabetical Attarney Listing Attorney Dutabase

Disclaimer. Last updated: August 29, 2001.
Copyright © 2001 Fried Frank Harris Shriver & Jacobson. All rights reserved.
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'E NEW YORK TIMES, FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 2001
States Biding for Time in Microsoft Settlement Plan

Continued From First Business Page

cree in 1994 that became the center
of the initial lawsuit filed by. the
Justice Department against Micro-
soft. In that case, Microsoft was ac-
cused of violating the terms of the
decree by integrating its Internet
Explorer browser software into its
Windows operating system. The
company replied that it had done
nothing improper because the decree
did not explicitly constrain it from
such integration.

The state prosecutors today faced
a difficuit legal calculation. Several
of them were described as being
skeptical of the proposed deal but
also uncertain whether they would be
able to proceed as a group at odds
with the federal government.

A break between the states and the
Justice Department would throw the
cas~ ‘nto uncharted and possibly
st legal waters. No agreement
can effect without the approval
ofa. _.ral judge, and it is impossi-
ble to predict how Judge Kollar-Ko-
telly might react to the concerns of
the states.

Nor is it certain whether her ap-
proval of a settlement would prevent
the states from proceeding with their
own antitrust lawsuit against Micro-
soft. To approve the proposed deal
struck with the Justice Department,
Judge Kollar-Kotelly would have to
find that it was in the public interest.

Today’'s developments capped a
remarkable week of behind-the-
scenes negotiations in Washington.
For Microsoft, the main negotiator
has been Charles F. Rule of Fried,
Frank, Harris, Shriver & Jacobson, a
former assistant attorney general in
charge of antitrust during the Rea-
gan administration, where he got to
know a young colleague working on
antitrust issues at the Federal Trade
Commission named Charles™ A.
James. Mr. James, the current head
of the antitrust division, is leading
the federal government's effort to
settle the case.

News of the proposed settlement
between Microsoft and the Justice

Stacey Cramp/Legal Times

Charles A. James, the head of the Justce Department's antitrust
division, is leading the goverriment’s effort to settle the Microsoft case.

Department propelled the compa-
ny’s stock and contributed to a
broader rally in the markets. Micro-
soft shares rose 6.4 percent, or $3.69,
to $61.84.

Some-of Microsoft's largest com-
petitors voiced bitter disappointment
about the terms of the proposed deal
and asserted that the company had
used its political influence with a
Republican administration to try to
quickly put an end to the case.

The rivals said that during court
hearings that will be required on the
proposed settlement, they intended
to provide evidence of what they say
was an improper discussion between
a senior aide to Attorney General
John Ashcroft who had been a top
official in the Republican Party and
a Republican lobbyist for AOL-Time
Warner that demonstrated Micro-
soft’s political muscle. In a state-
ment issued today, Representative
John Conyers Jr., Democrat of Mich-
igan, also indicated he would be ex-
amining that incident, word of which
has been circulating widely in recent
days among lawyers, lobbyists and
executives following the case.

The aide to Mr. Ashcroft, David
Israelite, had been the political direc-

tor of the Republican National Com- -

mittee, which received hundreds of
thousands of dollars from Microsoft
during the 2000 presidential cam-
paign. Mr. Israelite, now Mr. Ash-
croft’s deputy chief of staff, has re-
cused himself from any involvement
in the Microsoft antitrust case be-
cause he owns 100 shares of Micro-
soft stock.

The lobbyist involved in the discus-
sion was said to be Wayne Berman,
who is also a top Republican fund-
raiser.

According to the notes of a person
briefed about the conversation on
Oct. 9, the day it is said- to have
occurred, Mr. Israelite called Mr.
Berman. :

‘“*Are you guys behind this business
of the states hiring their own lawyers
in the Microsoft case?’” Mr. Israelite
asked Mr. Berman in the predawn
conversation, according to the notes.
*Tell your clients we wouldn’t be too
happy about that.”

Mr. Israelite purportedly toid the
AOL lobbyist that the Supreme Court

would probably deny a Microsoft ap-
peal later in the day, as the court in
fact did, clearing the way for the
Justice Department to push hard for
a settlement with the company. Ac-
cording to people who were later
briefed on the conversation by an
AQOL executive, Mr. Israelite then
complained that AOL, a leading Mi-
crosoft rival, had been trying to
‘“radicalize’’ the states to oppose a
settlement.

In recent interviews, both Mr. Is-
raelite and Mr. Berman denied that
they had had any conversations
about the Microsoft case or that they
had talked at all that day.

“I find it offensive if someone has
suggested that [ violated the terms of
my recusal, because I take that very
seriously,” Mr. Israelite said.

But an AOL executive said he was
notified by Mr. Berman about his
conversation with Mr. Israelite on
Oct 9, the day it was said to have
occurred. Nevertheless, this execu-
tive and others at AQOL said that upon
re-examination of Mr. Berman'’s ini-
tial description of the conversation
with Mr. Israelite, the company con-
cluded that the account of the con-
versation might not have been reli-
able enough to justify filing an ethics
complaint.

But other industry executives and
lobbyists said they thought the con-
versation had occurred and would
ask Judge Kollar-Kotelly to order an
inquiry. Today Edward J. Black,
president of the Computer and Com-
munications Industry Association, a
trade group whose members include
many of Microsoft’s corporate ad-
versaries, said he and other groups
would be raising the incident as part
of a court proceeding to consider the
merits of the settlement.

“‘Something is very rotten here,”
Mr. Black said. “Israelite is a re-
cused official. He holds Microsoft
stock. He raised a lot of money from
Microsoft. He steered money into
critical states that helped win the
election. And then he takes action to
help facilitate getting Microsoft out
of trouble in an enforcement action.”

_ ntitrust Deal Is Called Big Victory for Microsoft

By STEVE LOHR

After more than three years of litigation,
repeated courtroom setbacks and failed settle-

- +

ly on whether an appeals court ruling 1n June
was interpreted broadly or narrowly.

Some legal scholars pointed to the prece-
dents establishing the standard that monopoly
remedies should eliminate the monopoly, deny

with innovation.’ ”’

The tentative settlement would prohibit
Microsoft from entering into pricing deals and
contracts with personal computer makers that
effectively force them to favor Microsoft prod-
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Clerk of the House of Represeatatives Secretary of the Senate
Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510
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LOBBYING REPORT
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Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page 9_

1. Registrant Name
Barbour Griffith & Rogers

2. Registrant Address (] Check if different than previously reported

Address 1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. Tenth Floor
City Washington State/Zip (or Country) DC 20004

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)
City State/Zip (or Country)

4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) 5. Senate ID #
Will Milligan . (202)-661-6320 wmilligan@bgrdc.com 5357416

7. ClientName [J Self 6. House ID # )
Microsoft Corporation ( 31564040

.

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 1999 Midyear (January 1-June 30) & OR  Year End (July 1-December 31) O
9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report [J

10. Check if this is a Termination Report (3 >> Termination Date " 11. No Lobbying Activity (]

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 T

310,000 0ormore X >>$ $300,000.00

Income (nearest $20,000)

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20,000 of all lobbying related income from the client
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 O

$10,0000rmore (O >>3$
Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

O Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

O Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of
the Intenal Revenue Code

(0 Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

i 4 ////Z [
AT,

Signature

Date _8/5/99

Printed Name and Title / éjz;"“@,;/ Managing Partaer Page 1 of 2
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Registrant Name: Barbour Griffith & Rogers

Client Name: Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
formation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

.5. Generalissueareacode CPI {one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.775, Y2K Act,

S$.314, Small Business Year 2000 Readmess Act,
In connection with the Justice Department's Antitrust inquiry.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

Barbour, Haléy No

Griffith, Jr., G.O. No

Monroe, Loren No

Rogers, Ed No

Thompson, Brent No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Signature MW Date _8/5/99

e o] orunoe. -1
®rinted Name and Title Griffi - Managing Partner Page 2 of 2
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Clerk of the House of Representatives
Legisiative Resource Center

B-106 Cannon Building

Washington, DC 20515

Secretary of the Senate
Office of Public Records
232 Hart Building

Washington, DC 20510

- mmime— -

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page 2

I. Registrant Name
Barbour Griffith & Rogers

2. Registrant Address [O Check if different than previously reported
Address 1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
City Washington

State/Zip (or Country) DC

Tenth Floor

20004

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

City State/Zip {or Country)
4, Contact Name Tcleﬁhonc E-mail (optional) 5. Senate [D #
Evan Rikhye 202-333-4936 5357-416
7. ClientName [ Self -
Microsoft Corporation 1 31564040
¥

TYPE OF REPORT 3. Year 1999 _ Midyear (January 1-June30) 3 OR  Year End (July 1-December 31) X

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report [J

10. Check if this is a Termination Report (0 >> Termination Date

11. No Lobbying Activity O3

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 O

$320,000.00
Income (nearest $20,000)

$10,000 or more X >>$

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20,000 of all lobbying related income from the client
(including all payments to the registrant by any other eatity
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 O

$10,000 ormore (3 >>$

Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

(O Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

{0 Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)X8) of
the Internal Revenue Code

O Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Date _01/13/2000

Printed Name and Title

G.O. Griffith, Jr. - N%g Partner

Page 1 of 2

MTC-00030631 0799




Registrant Name:  Barbour Griffith & Rogers

Client Name: Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY, Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode LAW . (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues '
H.R.775, Y2K Act,

S.314, Small Business Year 2000 Readiness Act,
In connection with the Justice Department’s Antitrust inquiry.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted X Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name ' ) Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None
Signature Date _01/13/2000

Printed Name and Title G.O.%th, J%ﬂaging Partner

Page 2 of 2
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Secrctary of the Senate
Officc of Public Records

232 Hart Building

Clerk of the House of Representatives
Lcgislative Resaurce Cemer

B- 106 Cannon Building
Washington, DC 20515
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HARD DELIVERED

“EGISLATIVE RESOURCE CENTER

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Scction 5) - Al Filers Are Required to Complcu:ﬂhgg (

W00RUG 11 PN 2: 26

(O OF T 0L
REPELSENIATIVES

/

E-mail (optional)

J. Regisvam Name
Barbour Griffith & Rogers, Inc.
2. Addicss {3 Check if different 1han previously reported
1275 Pennsylvania Avenuc, N. W, Washington
TeathKloor DC 20008
3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)
City StatefZip (or Country)
4. Comact Name Telephone
Evan Rikhye 202-333-4936
7. Cliemt Name L[] Seif
Microsoft Corporation

5. Senwic 1D 4
5357-416

6. Hiouse (D # -

31564040

)

TYPE OF REPORT & vycar 2000
9. Check il this filing amends a previously filed version of this

10. Check if this is a Termination Report (I >> “Fermination

Midyear (January 1-Junc 30) X

OR  Yecor End Quly 1-December 31) [

report 7]

Date . . 11. No l.obbying Activity L |

12, Lobbying Firms

INCOMUE relating to lobbying activitics for this reporting
period was:

l.ess than $10,000 L)

~ $300,000.00

M >>$ : .
lucomne (ncarest $20,000)

$10,000 or morc

Provide a good faith cstimate, rounded 1o the nearcst
$20.000 of all lobbying rclated income from the clicnt
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activitics on behalf of the client).

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Linc [3

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating 1o lobbying activities for this reporting

| period were:

J.ess than $10,000 [

$10,0000rmore L1 >>8

Expenscs (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Chcck box to indicale expense
accounting mcthod. Scc instructions for description of aptions.

O Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA dcefinitions only

{3 Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of
the Internal Revenue Code

1 Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(¢) of the
Interna) Revenue Code

Signature s e

Printed Name and Titie

C.S)A.__S;_rif_ﬁlh, J_r_».._-_gliof Operating Officer
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Registrant Name:  Barbour Griffith & Rogers, Inc.

Client Name: Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Selcct as many codes as nccessary to reflect the gencral issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a scparate page for cach code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15.

16. Specific Lobbying issucs
1LR. 3767, Visa Waiver Permancent Program Act,

General issuc areacode  IMM____ (onc per page)

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacied {7 Check if None

Iouse of Representatives

Scnate
18. Name of cach individual who actcd as a lobbyist in this issuc area

Nume Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

Griffith, Jr., G.O. Y A e e e} No
o _Regemybd . __|.Ne_
... Barbour, Haley - L . |..No
. ._Monroe, Loren - o | No ]
... —Thompson, Brent —_ e | No ]
19. Interest of cach forcign entity in the specific issucs listcd on line 16 above M Check if None
Signature .. ___ o e e — .= Dartc sazzw00 0
Printed Name and Title _G-O._Griffith, Jr. - Chicf Operating Officer JRS Page 2 of 4
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J Registrant Name:  Barbour Griffith & Rogers, Inc.

Clicnt Naine: Microsoft Corporation

LLOBBYING ACTIVITY. Selcct as many codes as necessary to reflect the gencral issue arcas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the clicnt during the reponting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needced.

15. General issuc arcacode  LAW ___ (one per page)

16.  Specific Lobbying issucs
Monitor the Justice Departiment’s Antitrust inquiry.

17. Housc(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contactied 1 Cheek if None
House of Representatives
Scnatc

18, Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name ) Covered Official Pusition (if applicaliie) New
. Grithtr,Jr,GO. L2 N _j
]

Rogers, 00 L o . ) N
. Barbour,Haley — F e e | No
_-_ Morroc,Jooren - __ — e s L No
. .Ahompson,Bremt | . | N
19. Interest of cach forcign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above PR Check if Nonc

Datc . 8122000

Signature . . L e i et e —— e

Printed Name and Title _G-O- Griffith, Jr. - Chief Operating Officer . _  __ _ page 3 of 4

m
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Registrant Name:  Barbour Griffith & Rogers, Inc,

Client Name: Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codces as negessary to reflect the general issuc areas in which the registrant
cngaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a scparate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as nceded.

15. General issuc arcacode TRD____ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issucs
I1.R. 4444, US-China Trade Rclations Act of 2000,

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencics contacted 1 Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18 Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issuc arca

Namc Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
. Griffith, Jr., G.O. —— . . . e m— e - . . No |
Rogers, Fd : o - L S Ne
Barbour, Haley . R . - No___
-....Thompson, Brent _ : . - - o }-Ne |
19. Interest of cach forcign entity in the specific issues listed on Jine 16 above X Check if None

Signature __A Date _8$/12/2000

Printed Name and Title  6:@- €1 Ap‘hicf Operating Officer e e Page 4 of 4

- - |
Signature --WJW_ Cee— .. Dae 822000 —
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Clerk of the House of Representatives Secretary of the Senate
Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building

Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

O1FE3 13 7l 09

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page

1. Registrant Name

Barbour Griffith & Rogers, Inc.

2. Address [ Check if different than previously reported
1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. Washington
Tenth Floor DC 20004

3. Principal Placc of Business (if different from line 2)

City State/Zip (or Country)
4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) 5. Senate ID #
Evan Rikhye 202-333-4936 5357-416
7. ClientName [J Self 6. House ID #
Microsoft Corporation

31564040

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 2000

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report [J

Midyear (January 1-June30) [ OR

0. Check if this is a Termination Report [J >> Termination Date

Year End (July 1-December 31) P

11. No Lobbying Activity [

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 O

$240,000.00

Income (nearest $20,000)

$10,000ormore X >>$

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20,000 of all lobbying related income from the client
{including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client). .

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 O

$10,0000ormore [0 >>9%

Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

O Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

{0 Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of
the Internal Revenue Code

(3 Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Date _2/14/2001

Printed Name and Title

G.O. Griffith, Jr. - Chief Operating Officer

Page 1 of 4
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”~

Registrant Name:  Barbour Griffith & Rogers, Inc.

Client Name: Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode LAW ____ (one per page)

16.  Specific Lobbying issues
Monitor the Justice Department’s Antitrust inquiry.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

O Check if None

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Griffith, Jr., G.O. No
Rogers, Ed No
Barbour, Haley No
Monroe, Loren No
Thompson, Brent No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None
Signature Date _2/14/2001
Printed Name and Til]‘e G.0. Griffith, Jr. - Chief Operating Officer Page 3 of 4
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Registrant Name: Barbour Griffith & Rogers, Inc.

Client Name: Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode TRD______ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R. 4444, US-China Trade Relations Act of 2000,

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

O Check if None

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
" Griffith, Jr., G.O. No
Rogers, Ed No
Barbour, Haley No
Thompson, Brent No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above M Check if None
Signature _J WM Date _%/14/2001
Printed Name and Title Z J%‘h Jr. / Chief Operating Officer Page 4 of 4
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Registrant Name:  Barbour Griffith & Rogers, Inc.

Client Name: Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissueareacode TRD __ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R. 4444, US-China Trade Relations Act of 2000,

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted 0 Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Griffith, Jr., G.O. No
Rogers, Ed No
Barbour, Haley No
Thompson, Brent No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None
Signature W/‘%\?ﬁ Date 21472001
Printed Name and Title 7 J%&Jr Chief Operating Officer Page 4 of 4
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HAND DELIVERt.L

Clerk of the House of Representatives
Legislative Resouree Center

i B-106 Cannon Building

! Washington, DC 20515

Sccretary of the Scnate

Office of Public Records
232 Hart Building
Washington, DC 20510

LEGISLATIVE RESOURNE CENTER

~OBBYING REPORT

[
bLb KD
Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Scction 5) - All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page

2000 AUG 1L PHI2: 4O

(M
U.S. KOUL

POl i

Ll "
& PRUSEMTATIVES

Z-

1. Registrant Name
Barbour Griffith & Rogers, Inc.

2. Registramt Address [ 1 Cheek if different than previously reparted
Address 1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
City Washington StatesZip (or Countiy)

3. Principal Place of Business (if difterent fram line 2)

State/Zap (o1 Country)

City

Cantact Name Telephone

¥van Rikhye 202-333-4936

7. CliemName [ ] Seif

Microsoft Corporation

I-matl (optional}

T'enth Floor
DnC

20004

5. Senate N #H
5357416

6 [lousc D
{/'31564040 2

TYPE OF REPORT 2001

9.

8. Yecar

10. Check if this is a Termination Keport [ |

Midyear Qanuary 1-Junc 30) X OR

>> ‘J'ermination Date

\ -

Year End (July 1-December 31) ()

Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report { |

11. No Lobbying Activity | |

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME rclating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

l.css than $10,000 [}

3} __5220,000:00 .
Income (nearcst $20,000)

$10,0000rmorc X >>§

Providc a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20,000 of all lobbying related income from the client
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activitics on behalf of the client).

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Completc Either Linc 12 OR Linc 13

13. Organizations

EXPENSES rclating to lobbying activitics for this reporting
period were:

l.css than $10,000 (|

$10,0000ormorc (| >>§

LExpenses (ncarest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting mcthod. Sce instructions for description af options.

ti
Ll

Method A. Reporting amounts using LIDA definitions only

Method B. Rcporting amounts under scetion 6033(b)(&) of
the Internal Revenue Code
L

Method . Reporting amounts under section 162(c) of the

Internal Revenue Code

Sighature .

Printed Name and Title

'G.O. Griffith, Jr. - Chicf Operating Officer

Date  8/14/2001

Page 1 of
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Registrant Namc:  Barbour Griffith & Rogers, luc,

Client Name: Microsoft Corporation _

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codcs as necessary to reflect the general issuc arcas in which the registrant
~ngaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a scparate page for each code, provide
aformation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as necdced.

.5. General issue areacode  LLAW  (onc per page)

16. Specific l.obbying issues
Monitor the Justice Department's Antitrust inquiry.

17. llousc(s) of Congress and Federal agencics contacted {1 Check if Nonc
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name . Covcred Official Position (if applicable) New
Barbour, Halcy o ) 7 v ) No
Griffith, Jr., G.O. R S . . No
Monroc, Loren o ] ) . Yo
- Rogers, Ed e e L | No.
Fhompson, Brent _ ~No
19. Intcrest of cach forcign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Date  8/14/2001

Page 2 of 2
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BT ol outa £

v L =0T
SECRETARY OF THE SENATE .. “ 52
CLERK OF THE HOUSE'OF REPRESENTATIVES o ’..;'- ;':: .'  I

eat e
RN

.

LOBBYING REPORT 31T oan
Lobbying Discl_osurc Act (Section 5)

Q\ For Official Use

I. Year_ 1997

2. Report type (check all that apply) Midyear (January 1- June 30) O Year End (July [- December 31) &
Amended report O Termination report (3
No activity (registration to remain in effect) O

REGISTRANT
3. Name of Registrant Clark & Weinstock . .
4. Telephone number and contact name

(212 953-2550 Contact Anthony Ewing

CLIENT Lobbying firms file separate reports for each client. An organization employing in-house lobbyists indicases "Self."

S. Name of Client Microsoft Corporation

INCOME OR EXPENSES Answer line 6 or line 7 as applicable,

6. LOBBYING FIRMS. Income from the client during the reporting period, other than income unrelated to lobbying activities, was:

Less than $10,000 O $10,000 or more XX

If $10,000 or rmore, provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, of all income from the clicat during this
reporting period. Include any payments by any other entity for lobbying activities on behalf of the client. Exclude income unrelated
to lobbying activities. ’

Income §__ 80,000 Total for year (if Year End reporr) $_89,000
7. ORGANIZATIONS EMPLOYING IN-HOUSE LOBBYISTS. Expenses incurred in connection with lobbying activities during the reporting
period were: :

~ Less than $10,000 O $10,000 ormore O

If $10,000 or more, provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, of the total amount of all lobbying expenses
incurred by the registrant and its employees during this reporting period.

Expenses S__ Total for year (if Year End report) §
Optional Expense Reporting Methods

A. Registrants that report lobbying expenses under section 6033(b)X8) of the Internal Revenue Code may provide a good faith estimate
of the applicable amounts that would be required to be disclosed under section 6033(b)(8) for the semiannual reporting period, and
may consider as lobbying activities only those defined under section 4911(d) of the Internal Revenue Code. If selecting this
method, check box and (i) enter estimated amounts on the "Expenses™ line above; or (ii) attach a copy of the IRS Form 990 that

includes this reporting period. O

B. Registrants subject to section 162(¢) of the Internal Revenue Code may make a good faith estimate of ail applicable amouats that
would not be deductible under section 162(¢) for the semiannual reporting period, and may consider as lobbying activities ocly
those activities the costs of which are not deductible pursuant to section 162(¢). If selecting this method, check box and enter
estimated amounts on the “Expenses”™ line sbove. O '

MTC-00030631 0815



.

Regltrant Name }  Clark & Weinstock

. Microsoft Corporation

Client Name -

LOBBYING ISSUES. On line 8 below, enter the code for one general lobbying issue area in which the registrant engaged in
lobbying activities for the client during this reporting period (select applicable code from list In the instructions and on the reverse side
of Form LD-2, page 1). For that gencral issuc arca only, complete lines 9through 12. If the registrant engaged in lobbying activities
for the clicnt in more than one general issue area, use one Lobbying Report Addendum page for each additional gencral issuc area.

8. Genenl lobbyingﬁsucnmcodc (cn.tcrone) eer
9. Specific lobbying issues (Include bill numbers and specific executive branch actions)

Support for Microsoft's position across a 'wide range of issues, including
intellectual property rights, taxes, encryption, and other matters
. affecting the computer-softwidire industry.

10. Houses 6f Congress and Federal agencics contacted

U. S. House of Representatives
U. S. Senate o, . . s

11. Name aad title of cach employee who acted ss a lobbyist

Vin Weber, Partner °
Andrew Goldman, Managing Director
Deirdre Stach, Director
Ed Kutler, Managing Director-
Kent Knutson, Director -

12. For registrants identijjang foreign entities in the Lobbying Regirrmn'on'(Fonn LD-1, line 12) or any updates: Interest of each such
foreign entity in the specific lobbying Issues listed oa line 9 above '

This report includes *OJ

Sigoature <;¥%#WA/1!/1 /fgf\///M\ - Date Zjufﬁ/

AN

Printed Na.mctndﬁdc Harﬁ W. Clark 111, Managing Partmer

Addeadum pages.

MTC-00030631 0816
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P mE
SECRETARY OF THE SENATE ‘:» 2 | 3‘
CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES g2 o= |2
LI
BN [
ol {'m
T - <
LOBBYING REPORT 3(GI80X1 %z (5
Lobbying Disclosure Act (Section 5) :’,, = ‘
= O}
l For Official UG} ; .
I. Year_ 1998 J

2. Report type (check all that appl);) Midyear (Jaguary 1- June 30) E{ Year End (July 1- December 31) O

Amended report O Termination report [J
No activity (regisiration to remain in effect) O

REGISTRANT
3. Name of Registrant Clark & Weinstock Inc.

4. Telephone number and contact name

£12)953-2550

Contact Anthony Ewing
CLIENT Lobbying firms file separate reports for each client. An organization employing in-house lobbyists indicates "Self-*

5. Name of Client Mlcrosoft Corporation
INCOME OR EXPENSES Answer line 6 or line 7 as applicable.

6. LOBBYING FIRMS. Income from the clieat during the reporting period, other than income unrelated to lobbying activides, was:
Less than $10,000 O $10,000 or more 3

If $10,000 or more, provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, of all income from the client during this

reporting period. Include any payments by any other entity for lobbying activities on behalf of the client. Exclude ircome unrelated
to lobbying activities.

Income §_160,000 Total for year (if Year End report) §

7. ORGANIZATIONS EMPLOYING IN-HOUSE LOBBYISTS. Expenses incurred in connection with lobbying activities during the reporiing
period were: :

Less than $10,000 O $10,000 or more O

If $10,000 or more, provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, of the total amount of all lobbying expecses
incurred by the registrant and its employees during this reporting period.

Expenses S_____ Total for year (if Year End report) §

Optional Expense Reporting Methods

A. Registrants that report lobbying expenses under section 6033(b)(8) of the Internal Revenue Code may provide a good faith estire2e
" of the applicable amounts that would be required to be disclosed under section 6033(bX8) for the semiannual reporting period, a:.d
may consider as lobbying activities only those defined under section 4911(d) of the Internal Revenue Code. If selecting this
method, check box and (i) enter estimated amounts on the “Expenses” line above; or (ii) attach a copy of the IRS Form 990 that
includes this reporting period. O

. Registrants subject to section 162(e) of the Internal Revenue Code may make a good faith estimate of all applicable amounts 2t
would not be deductible under section 162(c) for the semiannual reporting period, and may consider as lobbying activides czly
those activitics the costs of which are ot deductible pursuant to section 162(¢). If sclecting this method, check box and ezir
estimated amounts on the “Expenses” line above. O

MTC-00030631 0818



Registrant Name ' Clark & Weinstock Inc.

Client Name Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ISSUES. On line 8 below, enter the code for one genera! lobbying issue area in which the registrant engaged in
lobbying activities for the client during this reporting period (select applicable code from list in the instructions and on the reverse side
of Form LD-2, page 1). For that gcncral issuc arca only, complete lines 9through 12, If the registrant engaged in lobbying activities
for the client in more than one general issue arca, use one Lobbying Report Addendum page for cach additional general issue area

8. General lobbying issue area code (cﬁtcr one) _(CPI

9. Specific lobbying issues ﬁncludé bill numbers and specific executive branch actions)

Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of issues, including
intellectual property rights, taxes, ‘encryption, and other matters affecting
the computer software industryi’ g
(HR3736, S.1723, §.2107)

(HR2368, HR2372, HR2991)

10. Houses 6f Congress and Federal agencies contacted

U.S. House of Represéntatives
U.S. Senate

11, Namc and title of cach employce who acted as a lobbyist
Vin Weber, Partner
Andrew Goldman, Managing Director
Ed Kutler, Managing Director
Deirdre Stach, Director
Kent Knutson, Director
Mimi Simoneaux, Director N

12. For registrants idénti)&iﬁg foreign entities in the Lobbying Registration (Form LD-1, line 12) or any updates: Interest of each suich
forcign entity in the specific lobbying issues listed on line 9 above

This report includes Addendum pages.

Signature 7*1[/LAZ4’)V\~ : Date X/Lf/?j

Harry W. Clark, Managing Partner

Printed Name and ’I';'dc

-4

MTC-00030631 0819
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X (o } o7 ey *2 {"8
Clerk of the House of Representatives  Secrctary of the Scaate Lo AL e e v
Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records e ey e
B-106 Canaon Building 232 Hart Building ‘ ;f'iir"!"r']"" e “L}'| WLt
. : HYSIN BN TR i 48 IETXSR -

Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

( - an
' ' AN

LOBBYING REPORT //

Lobbying Disclosurc Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page

1. Regiswant Name

Clark & Weinstock Inc.

3. Prncipal Place of Business (if diffesent from line 2)

City: New York Sate/Zip (or Country)  NY

4 Covn.u-c't ;\'a'n\;: - Telephone E-mail (optional) S. Senawc (D #

Anthony Ewing (212) 953-2550 9443-381

7. ClientName (3 Sel 6 HouseIDW . N

Microsoft Corperation - 31698027 )
A

TYPE OF REPORT 8. vear 1998 Midycar (Janvary [-Junc 30) O OR YcarEnd (July 1-December 31) &
9. Check if this filing amends a peeviously filed version of this report y a3

10. Check if this is a Termination Report O < Tcrmination Date ' 11. No Lobbying Activity Q

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Linc 12 OR Linc 13 |

12. Lobbying Firms 13. Organizations

INCOME rclating to lobbying activitics for this reporting EX}‘ENSES relating to Jobbying activities for this reporting
period was: period werc:

Less than $10,000 O Less than $10,000 (L

) 810,000 or more Qs
$£10,000 or more ﬁa o § 220,000 Expenses (ncarest $20,000)

Income (nearsst $20.000) 14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000,

of all lobbying related income from the client (including alt O Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only
payments to thc registrant by any other entity for Jobbying .

activitics on behalf of the client). O Mecthod B. Reponting amounts under scction 6033(b)(8)of the
Intermal Revenue Code

{3 Method C. Reporting amounts under.section 162(c) of the
Internal Revenue Code

. Signature

Printed Name and Title
PAGE t of lj_

INEWLY IV T2
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Registrant Name_ Clark & Weinstock Inc. Client Name Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Selcct as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as necded.

15. General issue area code _CPI (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of issues, including intellectual
property rights, taxes, encryption, fast track trade authority, normal trade relations,
internet tax freedom, and other matters affecting the computer software industry.

(HR. 3736, 2368, 2372, 2991, 695, 947, 1689; S. 2067, 405, 1260, 507, 1723;
House/Senate Treasury Appropriations Act of 1999; Foreign Operations, Export Financing,
and Related Programs Appropriations Act of 1999; Department of Commerce, Justice and
State, The Judiciary and Related Agencies Appropriations for FY 199%99).

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted 0O Check if None

Senate
House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable)
Assistant to the Speaker of the House

8/95 - 8/97 of Representatives, Rep. Newt Gingrich(R-GA) .

...................................................... L. .

. Ed Kutler

1/96 - 1/97 Legislatlve Asst, for Rep. Billy Tauzin(R-L4)

........................................................

..........................................

1/97 - 2/98 Legislative Dir. for Rep. Billy Tauzin(R-LA)

..........................................

.............

................

PRI A~ i 0 RO (A 0 S R X T T T TR LR TR T R R R

..................................................................................................................................................................

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above &3 Check if None

Signature Date : -

Printed Name and Title

e TR Page €l
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Registrant Name Clark & Weinstock Ine.

Clicat Name Microsoft Corporation

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Clent new address

21. Client new principal place of business (if different from line 20,

~
o

New general description of client’s business or activites

State/Zip (or Country)

.............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................

ISSUE UPDATE

LOBBYIST UPDATE

23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no Jonger expected to act as a lobbyist for the client

Kent Knutson

24. General lobbying issucs previously reported that no longer perain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS

25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Name

Address

Principal Place of Business
(city and state or country)

FOREIGN ENTITIES

26. Name of cach previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or cliznt

27. Add the following forei

Name

gn catities

Address

......................................................

Principal place of business
{city and state or country)

......

Amour: of contributice
for lobbyiag acdvities

Qwrershis
percentazeis
clieat

affiliated organization

gnature % W-TZ

Date

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, ot is 2ffiliated with the regiszant, cliente:

2/11/39]

i---4 Name and Title Harry W. Clark III, Managing Partner

2 (Rev. 6/98)

=5 7
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Registrant Name Clark & Weinstock Inc.

Client Name Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registran
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as neceded.

15. General issue area code __IMM (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of issues, including intellectual
property rights, taxes, encryption, fast track trade authority, normal trade relations,
internet tax freedom, and other matters affecting the computer software industry.

(HR. 3736, 2368, 2372, 2991, 695, 947, 1689;

House/Senate Treasury Appropriations Act of

S. 2067, 405, 1260, 507, 1723;
1999; Foreign Operations, Export Financing,

and Related Programs Appropriations Act of 1999; Department of Commerce, Justice and
State, The Judiciary and Related Agencies Appropriations for FY 1999). ‘

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted

Senate
House of Representatives

O3 Check if None

18. Name of each individua! who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name

8/95 - 8/97

.......

. Ed Kutler

..........

Covered Official Positon (if applicable)
Assistant to the Speaker of the House

Of Representatives, Rep. Newt Gingrich(R-GAJ

...................................................................................................................

..............

...................................

...................................................

................................

.................................................

.............

..................................................................................................................

.................................

..................................

Date

Signature

Printed Name and Title

..

...................................................................

...........................

MTC-0003063
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Clark & Weinstock Inc. Client Name_Microsoft Corporation

Registrant Name

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20, Client new address

..........................................................................

22, New genceat description of client’s business or activitics

LOBBYIST UPDATE ’ :
23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no Jonger expected to act as a lobbyist for the client

Kent Knutson

ISSUE UPDATE

24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Name Address Principal Place of Business

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities

Name . Address Principal place of business
- (city and state or country)

Amouc: of contributioz | Ownership
for lobbying activities percentagz iz
clent

...................................................................................

.....................................................................

28. Name of cach previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the regiszant, clientes
affiliated organization

snature %‘—ﬁ M/&ﬂ""’z Date 2—//l /q(;]

/
=

4 Name and Title. Harry 1{ Clark III, Managing Partner
~.2 (Rev. 6/98) 4._—___E—W
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Registrant Name Clark & Weinstock Inc.

Clicnt Name Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue arca code TAX (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of issues, including intellectual
property rights, taxes, encryptlon, fast track trade authority, normal trade relations,
internet tax freedom, and other matters affecting the computer software industry.

(HR. 3736, 2368, 2372, 2991, 695, 947, 1689;

House/Senate Treasury Appropriations Act of

S. 2067, 405, 1260, 507, 1723;
1999; Foreign Operations, Export Financing,

and Related Programs Appropriations Act of 1999; Department of Commerce, Justice and
State, The Judiciary and Related Agencies Appropriations for FY 1999).

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contactéd

Senate
House of Representatives

Q Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name

Covcered Official Position (if applicabie) .
Assistant to the Speaker of the House

Of Representatives, Rep. Newt Gingrich(R-GAJ .

......................................................................................................................

.........................................................................................

mmme o5 - o1
1/97 - 2/98

....................

..................................................................................

..............................................

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above

Signature

K3 Check if None

Date

Printed Name and Title

6 ./

Page

e b .
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Clatk & Weinstock Inc. Client Name_Microsoft Corporation

Registrant Name

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration infarmation has changed.

20. Client new address

..................................................................................................

...........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................

23. New general description of client's business or activites

LOBBYIST UPDATE

23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client

Kent Knutson

ISSUE UPDATE

24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Name Address Principal Place of Business
(city and state or country)

26. Name of cach previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or clisnt

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign eatities

Amoun: of contridutioc | Owmership
for lobbying activities percentaze is
client

Name : Address Principal place of business
- (city and state or countsy)

.........................................

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the regiszant, client o
affiliated organization

Qgérw //‘vfé/;r“wg | Date L////QO{

gnature
4 Name and Title Harry 7w. Clark III, Managing Partner
) n
"2 (Rev. 6/98) i
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Registrant Name Clark & Weinstock Inc. Client Name Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Selectas many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provice
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code _TRD (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of issues, including intellectual
property rights, taxes, encryption, fast track trade authority, normal trade relations,
internet tax freedom, and other matters affecting the computer software industry.

(HR. 3736, 2368, 2372, 2991, 695, 947, 1689; S. 2067, 405, 1260, 507, 1723;
House/Senate Treasury Appropriations Act of 1999; Foreign Operations, Export Financirng,
and Related Programs Appropriations Act of 1999; Department of Commerce, Justice and
State, The Judiciary and Related Agencies Appropriations for FY 1999). '

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q) Check if None

Senate
House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Posicion (if applicable)
Assistant to the Speaker of the House

| Ed Kutler 8/95 - B/97 | Of Represencatives, Rep. Newt Cingrich(h-or

""" PP T T
............... 1/97 - 2/98  |Legislative Dir. for Rep. Billy Tauzin(R-LA)

..... Andrew Goldman
..... IEEE LS T] o S

VL W 8D O oo oeeeeeeeeesesesssssoesssumss st e8RS e 58058 R
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the‘spcciﬁc issues listed on line 16 above &3 Check if None
Signature Date ]

Printed Name and Title

Page

e e S
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Registrant Name Clark & Weinstock Inc.

Clicat Name_Microsoft Corporation

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Clieat new address

...........................................................................

22, New genenal description of client’s business or activities

LOBBYIST UPDATE

23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client

Kent Knutson

ISSUE UPDATE

24. General lobbying issues previously reporied that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Name Address Principal Place of Business
(city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entitics
Name . Address Principal place of busincss Amour: of conuibtxfio: Ownershis .
- (city and state or country) for lobbying acuvilics percentazein ‘
clent

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the regiszant, cliento;
affiliated organization

enarure %Vw) M/&ﬂwﬁ Date L/ /{/ M
& = p—

d Name and Title Harry W. Clark III, Managing Partner

0.2 {Rev. 6/98)

[ 4]
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Registrant Name Clark & Weinstock Inc. Client Name Microsoft Corporation _

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code BUD {one per page)

16. Specific Jobbying issues

Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of issues, including intellectual
property rights, taxes, encryption, fast track trade authority, normal trade relations,
internet tax freedom, and other matters affecting the computer software industry.

(HR. 3736, 2368, 2372, 2991, 695, 947, 1689; S. 2067, 405, 1260, 507, 1723;
House/Senate Treasury Appropriations Act of 1999; Foreign Operations, Export Financing, .
and Related Programs Appropriations Act of 1999; Department of Commerce, Justice and
State, The Judiciary and Related Agencies Appropriations for FY 1999). '

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted {1 Check if None

Senate
House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Covered OfGeial Position (if applicable)
Assistant to the Speaker of the House

8/95 - 8/97 Of Representatives, Rep. Newt Gingrich(R-Ga

Name
q
1.

. Ed Kutler

i -
~
pYel
N
!
—

Hl

¢ O
~
-
[1:4
0o
[SS
wn
o
1
rt
P
<
®
o
n
4]
r
()
(o]
lat
bod
L

™
w
[8
—
—
[V
]
s
=4
N
[N
bed
—
[3)

{
[
a
~

Andrew Goldman rereeresustsasenseanen

Deirdre Stach eeeseeecs s R 1805t etee ke st

......................

...............................................................

&3 Check if None

19. Interest of cach foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above

Date

Signature

Printed Name and Title

L —
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Clark & Weinstock Inc. Clicnt Name_Microsoft Corporation

Registrant Name
Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Client new address

.......................

City . StatesZip (or Country)

22. New general description of client’s business or activides

LOBBYIST UPDATE

23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expecied to act as a lobbyist for thz client

Kent Knutson

1SSUE UPDATE

24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

- Address Principal Place of Business
{city and state or country)

Name

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or ctizat

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign cntitics

Amoun: ¢f contributioc | Ownenki;
for lobdying acuvities percentags in
client

Address Principal place of business

Name
- {city and suat¢ or country)

.................................................... aseemaeernenerseniieiiiutinirtetasiitasiinseniioastonniessanadiitieniitietictiasitiiisiieatarnsatstoniseninane

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owas, ot controls, or is 2ffiliated with the regisTant, clienter

affiliated organization
ignature l/‘/éli"‘\ i Date L/ ﬁ
o, i
‘ed Name and Title Harry W. Clark III, Managing Partner
© D2 Rer. 699) ‘__/M
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ATTACHMENT 17
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH
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RECEIVED

¢ LU ATIVE RLSQULCE G 1
MG LD 0 5y
Clerk of the House of Representatives  Secretary of the Scnate o )
Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records . ”'..i"f\ of "': Seien
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Han Building CUNEUSE R BEERESLNTAOVE
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

LOBBYING REPORT é
Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section ) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page

1. Registrant Name

Clark & Weinstock

2. Address (L) Check if different than previously reported

1275.. 1. .Street, NW.Suite..700,. .Washington,..DC....20006
3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

City New York Swie/Zip (or Country) v 100717
4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) 5. Senate ID &
Cheryl Faunce (202) 261-4005 cfaunce@cwdc.com 9443-381
7. ClientName (3 serr fjff‘f“f\
Microsoft Corp {f' ‘316"98027 >

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Ycar_1999 Midycar (January 1-Junc 30) & OR YearEnd (Jully {-December 31) a

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report Q

9. Check if this is a Termination Report 0O o Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity Q

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Linc 13

12. Lobbying Firms 13. Organizations

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting EXPENSES rclating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was: period were:

Less than $10,000 (1

Less than $10,000 O
$10,000 or more Qo>s
$10,0000ormore X1 © $_220,000.00 Expenses (aearest $20,000)

Income (nearest $20.000) 14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. Sce instructions for description of options.

Provide a good faith estimate, roundced to the nearest $20,000,
of all lobbying rclated income from the client (including all | Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only
payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying
activities on behalf of the client). (J Mcthod B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8)of the
Intemal Revenue Code

O Mcthod C. Reponting amounts under section 162(c) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Printed Name and Title_Vic Fazio - Partner

J-2(REV. /98) PAGE 1 of J‘?.__
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Repistrant Name_Clark & Weinstock Client Name__Microsoft Corp.

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue arcas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Uslng a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issuc arca code __ BUD {onc per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues
HL.R. 2490, Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2000,
H.R. 2606, Forelgn Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2000,
H.R.850, Security And Freedom through Encryption (SAFE) Act,
S. 1217, Departments of Commerce, State, and Justice, the Judiciary and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2000,
S. 1234, Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2000,
S. 1282, Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2000, )
Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of issues, including intellectual property rights, taxes, encryption, fast
track trade authority, normal trade relations, internet tax freedom, and other matters affecting the computer software

Industry. .
17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencics contacted (2 Chéck if None

House of Representatives
Senate
White House

18. Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issuc area

Name Covered Official Positioa (if applicable) New
Bainwol, Mitch Ch of staff, Sen. Mack
! ch of staff, Sen. Rep. Conf £
Goldman, Andrew a
Kutler, E4 Asst. to the Speaker, U.S. House a
of--Reps,
, . Q
Simoneanx.,.. .Mimj .Leg...Dix.for..Rep...Tauzin
Stach, Deirdre Q
Stuart, Sandi Asst. Sec. of Defense (DOD) 24|
Weber, Vin a
Fazio, Vic (Exec. Branch Only) Member, U.S. House of Reps. t-]
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issucs listed on fine 16 above & Check if None
Signature Date 8/9/99
Printed Namc and Title Vic FPazin - Partner
i 0.D-2 (Rev.6/98) Peer a of ﬁ-‘—‘
- |
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Registrant Name_ Clark & Weinstock Client Name___Microsoft Corp,

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclcct as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a scparate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issuc area code CPI (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues
H.R. 2490, Treasury and General Government Appropristions Act, 2000,
H.R. 2606, Forelgn Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2000,

H.R.850, Security And Freedom through Encryption (SAFE) Act,
S. 1217, Departments of Commerce, State, and Justice, the Judiciary and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2000,

S. 1234, Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2000,

S. 1282, Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2000,
Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of issues, including intellectual property rights, taxes, encryption, fast

track trade authority, normal trade relations, internct tax frecdom, and other matters affecting the computer software

(O Check if None

industry.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted
House of Representatives

Senate
white House

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue arca

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Bainwol, Mitch Sh of SEAEE Sah: Resk cont =
Goldman, Andrew | a
Kutler, EQ4 Asst. to the Speaker, U.S. House 0
-of--Rep6-
Simoneanx.,..Mimi Leg..Dic.for..Rep...Tauzin -
Stach, Deirdre Q
Stuart, Sandi - Asst. Sec. of Defense (DOD) p e}
Weber, vin Q
Fazio, Vic (Exec. Branch Oonly) Member, U.S. House of Re.;fs. t] i
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the spcciﬁé issues listed on line 16 above %] Check if None
Signature Date _8/9 /99
Printed Name and Title Vic Fazino - Partner
“ocm LD-2 (Rev.G/98) e a °(49——
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Registrant Name_Clark & Weinstock Client Name___Microsoft Corp,

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

cngaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as nceded.

15. General issuc arcacode __TAX  (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues
H.R. 2490, Trta..sury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2000,
H.R. 2606, Forelgn Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2000,

H.R.850, Security And Freedom through Encryption (SAFE) Act,
S. 1217, Departments of Commerce, State, and Justice, the Judiclary and Related Agencles Appropriations Act, 2000,

S. 1234, Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs A ppropriations Act, 2000,

S. 1282, Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2000,
Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of {ssucs, including intellectual property rights, taxes, encryption, fast
track trade authority, normal trade relations, internet tax freedom, and other matters alfecting the computer software

industry._ e - o
17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted (1 Chéck if None

House of Representatives
Senate
White House

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Positioa (if applicable) New

! . ch of staff, Sen. Rep. Conf ) 3¢

Goldman, Andrew a

Kutler, Ed Asst., to the Speaker, U.S. House (9]

-Qf--Rep6.

. a
Simoneaux.,. .Mimi .Leg..Dir. for..Rep...Tauzin

Stach, Deirdre Q

Stuart, Sandi - Asst. Sec. of Defense (DOD) p34

Weber, Vin O

Fazio, Vic (Exec. Branch‘ only) Member, U.S. House of Reps. (834]

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above @& Check if None

Daice 8/9/949

Signature

Printed Namc and Title Vic Fazin - Partner
Pome q ofﬁ_

o {L-2 (Rev.6/98)

A

MTC-00030631 0836



L]

Registrant Name_Clark & Weinstock Client Name___Microsoft Corp,

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as necessary to reflect the gencral issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue arca code ___TMM (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues
H.R. 2490, Trea&ury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2000,
H.R. 2606, Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2000,

H.R.850, Security And Freedom through Encryption (SAFE) Act,
S. 1217, Departments of Commerce, State, and Justice, the Judiclary and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2000,

S. 1234, Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2000,

S. 1282, Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2000,
Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of issues, including intcliectual property rights, taxes, encryption, fast

track trade authority, normal trade relalions, internet tax frcedom, and other matters afTecting the computer soltware

industry. . o
17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted QO Cheéck if None

House of Representatives
Senate
White House

18. Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issuc arca

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
i i Ch of staff, Sen. Mack
Bainwol, Mitch Ch of Staff, Sen. Rep. Conf £
Goldman, Andrew a
Kutler, Ed Asst. to the Speaker, U.S. House Q
of-Reps.

. Q

Simoneaux.,..Mimi Leg..bic.for..Rep...Tauzin
Stach, Deirdre . Q
Stuart, Sandi - Asst. Sec. of Defense (DOD) )¢
Weber, Vin Q
Fazio, Vic (Exec. Branch Only) Member, U.S. House of Reps. 4|

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above &1 Check if None

Date g8 /9/99

Signature

Printed Name and Title Vic Fazin - Partner

“orm L2 (Rev.6/98) Pews g of ,&_ ——
0
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Registrant Name_Clark & Weinstock Client Name___Microsoft Corp.

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue arca code __TRD (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues
I.R. 2490, Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2000, ‘
11.R. 2606, Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2000,
H.R.850, Security And Freedom through Encryption (SAFE) Act,
S. 1217, Departments of Commerce, State, and Justice, the Judiciary and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2000,
S. 1234, Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2000,
S. 1282, Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2000,
Support of Microsoft's position across a wide range of issues, including intellectual property rights, taxes, encryption, fast
track trade authority, normal trade relations, internet tax freedom, and other matters affecting the computer software

industry. - D4
17. Housc(s) of Congress and Federal agencics contacted 0 Check if None

House of Representatives
Senate
white House

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issuc area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Bainwol, Mitch Sh of Staff. Son: mem: cont R
Goldman, Andrew | a
Kutler, Ed Ais;:.' to the Speaker, U.S. House ]

f--Repsu

Simoneanx.,...Mimi Leg...Dir _for..Rep...Fanzin a .
Stach, Deirdre Q
Stuart, Sandi Asst. Sec. of Defense (DOD) p2¢|
Weber, Vin a
Fazio, Vic (Exec. Branch Only) Member, U.S. House of Reps. &

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the spcciﬁc- issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None

~
Signature // % Z/——f Date a/a/99
14 T g \/

Printed Name and Title Vic Eazin -~ Partper

o o lo

2 [D-2 (Rev.6/98)
WRRRRNNNSSERERRES S ]
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ATTACHMENT 18
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH
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l Clerk of the House of Representatives Secretary of the Senate
i Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building
' Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510
IR
1 AND DEUMERE™
LOBBYING REPORT | R
Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section S) - All Filers Are Required to Complete ThiQ@a'g'éG 10 Py S 02 7
. Registrant Name o
Ciark & Weinstock
2. Address [0 Check if different than previously reported
1775 1 Street NW, Ste 700 Washington,
DC 20006
3. Principal Ptace of Business (if different from line 2)
City New York, State/Zip (or Country) NY 10017
-
4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) 5.Senate ID #
Lisa Simpson 202-261-4025 lisa@cwdc.com 9443-381
7. ClientName [J Self . House \
Microsoft Corp ( 316-98027 -

"YPE OF REPORT 3. Year 2000 Midyear (January 1-June30) ™ OR  Year End (July 1-December 31) O
Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report  [J

10. Check if this is a Termination Report (J >> Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity [

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms 13. Organizations
INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was: period were:
Less than $10,000 O3 ' Less than $10,000 [
$10,000ormore X >>% $280,000.00 $10,000ormore O >>$
Income (nearest $20.000) Expenses (acarest $20.000)
- REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest accounting method. See instructions for description of options.
$20,000 of all lobbying related income from the client ’ ) ) .
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity [0 Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client). {0 Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of
the Internal Revenue Code
O Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Intemal Revenue Code

gnature Date _8/11/2000

.ated Name and Title _Yin Weber - Partner Page 1 of 7

MTC-00030031 0840



1

Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

1S. Generalissueareacode CPI_____ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
See attached page.

17.  House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Kutler, Ed No
Simoneaux, Mimi ‘ No
Stach, Deirdre No
Weber, Vin - No
Fazio, Vic Member, U.S. House of Representatives No
Stuart, Sandi Asst. Sec. of Defense, Legislative Branch Only No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Date _8/11/2000

Signature

Printed Name and Title _Yin Weber - Partner Page 2 of 7

MTC-00030031 0841



Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

“’lient Name: Microsoft Corp
m Description Data
16 Lobbying Issues Lobbied the following legislation dealing with digital signatures:

* H.R. 1572, To require the adoption and utilization of digital signatures by Federal
agencies and to encourage the use of digital signatures in private sector electronic
transactions.

* H.R. 1685, To provide for the recognition of electronic signatures for the conduct
of interstate and foreign commerce, to restrict the transmission of certain electronic
mail advertisements, to authorize the Federal Trade Commission to prescribe rules
to protect the privacy of users of commercial Internet websites, {0 promote the rapid
deployment of broadband Internet services, and for other purposes.

* H.R. 1714, To facilitate the use of electronic records and signatures in interstate or
foreign commerce.

Educated members of Congress regarding Microsoft’s position on instant
messaging.

Educated members of Congress regarding various Internet privacy issues.

Lobbied the following legislation dealing with clarifying hyperlinks to the Internet:
* S. 247, A bill to amend title 17, United States Code, to reform the copyright law
with respect to satellite retransmissions of broadcast signals, and for other purposes.
* H.R. 768, To amend title 17, United States Code, to reform the copyright law with
respect to satellite retransmissions of broadcast signals, and for other purposes.

* H.R. 1027, To provide for the carriage by satellite carriers of local broadcast
station signals, and for other purposes.

* H.R. 1554, To amend the provisions of title 17, United States Code, and the
Communications Act of 1934, relating to copyright licensing and carriage of
broadcast signals by satellite.

Page 3 of 7
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1

Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
sngaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issueareacode GOV (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues

Informed members of Congress regarding Microsoft's position on the Department of Justice’s antitrust suit.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted
House of Representatives
Senate

8. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

O Check if None

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Kutler, Ed No
Simoneaux, Mimi No
Stach, Deirdre No
Weber, Vin No
Fazio, Vic Member, U.S. House of Representatives No
Stuart, Sandi Asst. Sec. of Defense, Legislative Branch Only No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B  Check if None
ignature Date _8/11/2000
_rinted Name and Title _Vin Weber - Partner Page 4 of 7

MTC-00030031 0843



Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

" OBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
.gaged in Jobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissucareacode IMM___ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
Lobbied the following legislation dealing with H1-B visas:
* S. 1563, A bill to establish the Immigration Affairs Agency within the Department of Justice, and for other purposes.
* HLR. 2687, To amend the Immigration and Nationality Act to establish a 5-year pilot program under which certain aliens
completing a postsecondary degree in mathematics, science, engineering, or computer science are permitted to change
nonimmigrant classification in order to remain in the United States for a 5-year period for the purpose of working in one of
those fields.
* H.R. 3983, To amend the Immigration and Nationality Act to promote a fairer and more efficient means for using highly
skilled workers, to improve the collection and use of H-1B nonimmigrant fees, and for other purposes.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Kutler, Ed No
Simoneaux, Mimi . No
Stach, Deirdre No
Weber, Vin - No
Fazio, Vic Member, U.S. House of Representatives No
Stuart, Sandi Asst. Sec. of Defense, Legislative Branch Only No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

.gnature Date _8/11/2000

, unted Name and Title _Yin Weber - Partner Page S5 of 7

MTC-00030631 0844



[y

Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

OBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

igaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode TRD

16. Specific Lobbying issues

Lobbied the following legislation dealing with Permanent Normal Trade Relations (PNTR) with China:

(one per page)

* H.J. Res. 57, Disapproving the extension of nondiscriminatory treatment (normal trade relations treatment) to the

products of the People's Republic of China.

* S. 2115, A bill to ensure adequate monitoring of the commitments made by the People's Republic of China in its accession
to the World Trade Organization and to create new procedures to ensure compliance with those commitments.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted

House of Representatives
Senate

O Check if None

Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Kutler, Ed No
Simoneaux, Mimi No
Stach, Deirdre No
Weber, Vin No
Fazio, Vic Member, U.S. House of Representatives No
Simpson, Lisa No
9. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None
ZInature Date _8/11/2000
..nted Name and Title _Yin Weber - Partner Page 6 of 7

MTC-00030631 0845



Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Micrasoft Corp

"uformation Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Clieat new address

21.  Client new principal place of business (if different from line 20)

City State/Zip (or Country)

22. New general description of client's business or actvities

LOBBYIST UPDATE
23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client
Bainwol, Mitch

ISSUE UPDATE
24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

: : Principal Place of Business
Name Address (city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities
Principal Place of Busi Amount of contribution Ownership %
Narme Address (city and state or country) for lobbying activities in client

g

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no fonger owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the registrant, client,
or affiliated organization

i Ward -2
I T
/I /7/ Date _8/11/2000

ignature

inted Name and Title _Yin Weber - Partner Page 7 of 7
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ATTACHMENT 19
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH

MTC-00030631 0847



— 0IFEB -G Fil 2: 46

A
LN

Clerk of the House of Representatives

Secretary of the Senate
Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building

Yashington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

- HAND DELIVERED - -

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page

7

1. Registrant Name
Clark & Weinstock
2. Registrant Address (O Check if different than previously seported
Address 1775 I Street NW, Ste 700
City Washington, State/Zip (or Country) DC_ 20006
3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)
City New York, Sate/Zip (or Country) NY 10017
4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) S.Semate ID #
Lisa Simpson 202-261-4025  lisa@cwdc.com 9443-381
7. ClientName [J Self 6 €
Microsoft Corp 316-98027

—

TYPE OF REPORT 3. vear 2000 Midyear (January 1-June30) 0 OR  Year End (July I-December 31@

Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report

su. Check if this is a Termination Report {J >> Termination Date

11. No Lobbying Activity &3

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 3

$280,000.00
Income (nearest $20,000)

$10,000ormore X >>8

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20,000 of all lobbying related income from the client
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 (]

$10,000crmore {J >>3

Expenses (ncarest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

0 Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only -

O Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of
the Internal Revenue Code

0 Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

“Signature

Date _2/9/01

‘nted Name and Title Vin Weber - Partner

Page 1 of 7

MTC-00030631 0848




Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

JLOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
gaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

.iformation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissueareacode CPI _____ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
See attached page.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted
House of Representatives
Senate

0 Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area
Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Fazio, Vic Member, U.S. House of Representatives No
Kutler, Ed No
Simoneaux, Mimi No
Stach, Deirdre No
Stuart, Sandi Asst. Sec. of Defense, Legislative Branch Only No
Urban, Anne Legislative Director, Sen. Robert Kerrey Yes
Weber, Vin No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None

Signature Date _2/9/01

>rinted Name and Tide _¥in Weber - Partner Page 2 of 7

MTC-00030631 0849



Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

Ytem

Description Data

3

Lobbying Issues . Lobbied the following legislation dealing with digital signatures:
* HLR. 1572, To require the adoption and utilization of digita! signatures by Federal
agencies and to encourage the use of digital signatures in private sector electronic
transactions.
* H.R. 1685, To provide for the recognition of electronic signatures for the conduct
of interstate and foreign commerce, to restrict the transmission of certain electronic
mail advertisements, to authorize the Federal Trade Commission to prescribe rules
to protect the privacy of users of commercial Internet websites, to promote the rapid
deployment of broadband Internet services, and for other purposes.
* H.R. 1714, To facilitate the use of electronic records and signatures in interstate or
foreign commerce.

Educated members of Congress regarding Microsoft’s position on instant
messaging.

Educated members of Congress regarding various Internet privacy issues.

Lobbied the following legislation dealing with clarifying hyperlinks to the Internet:
* S. 247, A bill to amend title 17, United States Code, to reform the copyright law
with respect to satellite retransmissions of broadcast signals, and for other purposes.
* H.R. 768, To amend title 17, United States Code, to reform the copyright law with
respect to satellite retransmissions of broadcast signals, and for other purposes.

* HL.R. 1027, To provide for the carriage by satellite carriers of local broadcast
station signals, and for other purposes.

* HLR. 1554, To amend the provisions of title 17, United States Code, and the
Communications Act of 1934, relating to copyright licensing and carriage of
broadcast signals by satellite.

Educated members of Congress on the competition In the software market.

Page 3 of 7
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Registrant Name: Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
angaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

iformation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.
15. Generalissue areacode GOV______ (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues

Informed members of Congress regarding Microsoft's position on the Department of Justice’s antitrust suit.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted (3 Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Fazio, Vic . Member, U.S. House of Representatives No
Kutler, Ed No
Simoneaux, Mimi No
Stach, Deirdre No
Stuart, Sandi ’ Asst. Sec. of Defense, Legislative Branch Only No
Urban, Anne Legislative Director, Sen. Robert Kerrey Yes
Weber, Vin No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above R Check if None

Signature Date _2/9/01

Printed Name and Tite _Yin Weber - Partner Page 4 of 7

MTC-00030031 0851



Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
iformation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissueareacode IMM___  (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
Lobbied the following legisiation dealing with H1-B visas:
* S. 1563, A bill to establish the Immigration Affairs Agency within the Department of Justice, and for other purposes.
* H.R. 2687, To amend the Immigration and Nationality Act to establish a S-year pilot program under which certain aliens
completing a postsecondary degree in mathematics, science, engineering, or computer science are permitted to change
nonimmigrant classification in order to remain in the United States for a 5-year period for the purpose of working in one of
those fields.
* H.R. 3983, To amend the Immigration and Nationality Act to promote a fairer and more efficient means for using highly
skilled workers, to improve the collection and use of H-1B nonimmigrant fees, and for other purposes.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Fazio, Vic : Member, U.S. ﬁouse of Representatives No
Kutler, Ed No
Simoneaux, Mimi No
Stach, Deirdre No
Stuart, Sandi ; Asst. Sec. of Defense, Legislative Branch Only No
Urban, Anne Legislative Director, Sen. Robert Kerrey Yes
Weber, Vin No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Signature Date _2/9/01

"rimeleame and Title _Vin Weber - Partner Page 5 of 7

MTC-00030631 0852



Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
~ngaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

formation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissueareacode TRD______ (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues

Lobbied the following legislation dealing with Permanent Normal Trade Relations (PNTR) with China:
* H.J. Res. 57, Disapproving the extension of nondiscriminatory treatment (nermal trade relations treatment) to the

products of the People's Republic of China.

* S. 2115, A bill to ensure adequate monitoring of the commitments made by the People's Republic of China in its accession
to the World Trade Organization and to create new procedures to ensure compliance with those commitments.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted {0 Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name » Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Fazio, Vic ' Member, U.S. House of Representatives No
Kutler, Ed No
Simoneaux, Mimi No
Simpson, Lisa No
Stach, Deirdre No
Urban, Anne ‘ Legislative Director, Sen. Robert Kerrey Yes
Weber, Vin No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None

Signature Date _2/9/01

“rinted Name and Title _Vin Weber - Partner Page 6 of 7

MTC-00030031 0853



Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

d Client Name: Microsoft Corp

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Client new address

21.  Client new principal place of business (if different from line 20)

City State/Zip (or Country)

22, New gencral description of client's business or activities

LOBBYIST UPDATE

23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client
Simoneaux, Mimi

ISSUE UPDATE
24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Principal Place of Business
Name Address (city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities
Principal Place of Business Amount of contribution Ownership %
Name Address (city and state or country) for lobbying activities in client

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or coatrols, or is affiliated with the registrant, client,
or affiliated organization

//% )
Signature //Wl %‘\ Date _2/9/01

Printed Name and Title _Yin Yeber - Partner Page 7 of 7

- - R ™ . -

MTC-00030031 0854



ATTACHMENT 20
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH

MTC-00030631 0855



Clerk of the House of Representatives
Legislative Resource Center

B-106 Cannon Building

Washington, DC 20515

232 Hart Building
Washington, DC 2!

Secretary of the Senate
Office of Public Records

HAND DELIVERED

1 ERISLATIVE RESCURCE CEMTER
0510 L

2000 AUG 13 fX11: L8

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section'S) - All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page

s L GRS
.5, HoLLs PRESLHNIATIVES

T

l. Registrant Name

Clark & Weinstock

2. Registrant Address O Check if different than previously reported
Address 17751 Street NW, Ste 700
City Washington, State/Zip (or Country) DC 20006
3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)
City New York, State/Zip (or Country) NY 10017
4. Contact Name Telephone E-muail (optional) S.Senate ID #
Lisa Simpson 202-261-4025  lisa@cwdc.com 9443-381

ClientName [ Seif

Microsoft Corp

6.House 1D #
316-98027 1

au

TYPE OF REPORT 3. Year 2001

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of

10. Check if this is a Termination Report [J >> Termination Date

Midyear (January 1-June 30) OR  Year End (July 1-December 31) O

thisreport [

{1. No Lobbying Activity O3

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 (O .

$240,000.00

$10,000ormore X >>§$

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 O

$10,000 or more O >>$

Income (nearest $20.000)

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20,000 of all lobbying related income from the client
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client).

Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

{0 Method A. Reporting amounts using DA definitions only

(3 Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of
the Internal Revenue Code

0 Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

]

Date _8/9/01

Signature

Printed Name and Title _Yin Weber - Partner

Page 1 of 9

MTC-00030631 0856



Lun

Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

13.
16.

17

18.

General issue areacode CPL_______ (one per page)

Specific Lobbying issues
See attached page.

House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted
Department of Commerce

Department of Treasury

Executive Office of the President

House of Representatives

Office of the Vice President

Senate

O Check if None

Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name

Covered Official Position (if applicable)

New

Bieron, Brian

Policy Director, House Rules Committee

Yes

Fazio, Vic

No

Gribbin, Dave

Yes

Kutler, Ed

No

Mathews, Jim

Yes

Morrison, Timothy

Associate Director, Presidential Personnel

Yes

Stach, Deirdre

No

19.

Signature

Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Date _8/9/01

Printed Name and Title _Yin Weber - Partner

Page 2 of 9

MTC-00030631 0857



111 S 11 5 R R s

Registrant Name: Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

ftem Description Data

16 Lobbying Issues Help develop strategy and company policies on privacy law, including matters
related to Windows XP and .NET and instant messaging through the following
legislation:

H.R. 1017, Anti-spamming Act of 2001, to prohibit unsolicited e-mail know as spam
S. 2606, Consumer Privacy Protection Act

S. 197, Spyware Control Privacy Protection Act, to provide for the disclosure of the
collection of information through computer software and for other purposes

Intellectual Properties issues--providing cyber and intellectual property
enformement:

Senate Report 107-42

S. 1215, Departments of Commerce, Justice, State, Judiciary and related Agencies
Approprations Act 2002

H.R. 2500, Departments of Commerce, Justice, State, Judiciary and related
Agencies Approprations Act 2002

H. AMDT. 192 Walters Amendment, to provide that none of the funds designated
for the Office of the US. Trade Representative may be used to initiate a proceeding
in the WTO challenging any law or policy of a developing country that promotes
access to HIV/AIDS, pharmaceuticals or medical technologies to the population of
the country

H. AMDT. 194 Walters Amendment 2, to prohibit use of funds to initiate a
proceeding in the WTO challenging any law of a country that is not a member of
the OECD

H. AMDT. 193 Kucinich Amendment, prohibits the use of funds in the bill to
initiate a proceeding in the WTO challenging any law of a country that is not a
member of the OECD relating to HIV/AIDS pharmaceuticals.

Page 3 of 9
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x

Regisoant Name:  Clark & Weinstock
Client Name: Microsoft Corp
[tem Description Data
18a Lobbyist Name Stuart, Sandi
18b Covered Official Position
18¢ New Lobbyist No
18a Lobbyist Name Urban, Anne
18b Covered Official Position Legislative Director, Sen. Robert Kerrey
18¢ New Labbyist No
18a Lobbyist Name Weber, Vin
18b Covered Official Pasition
18¢ New Lobbyist No
Page 4
ef

MTC-00030631 0859



ALl

Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissucareacode GOV (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues

Informed members of Congress regarding Microsoft's position on the Department of Justice’s antitrust suit.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted (O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Bieron, Brian Policy Director, House Rules Committee Yes
Fazio, Vic No
Gribbin, Dave Yes
Kutler, Ed No
Mathews, Jim Yes
Morrison, Timothy Associate Director, Presidential Personnel Yes
Stach, Deirdre No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Signature Date _8/9/01

Printed Name and Title _Vin Weber - Partner Page § of 9

MTC-000300631 0860



Registrant- Name:

Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp .
Item Description Data
18a Lobbyist Name Stuart, Sandi
18b Covered Official Position
18c New Lobbyist No
18a Lobbyist Name Urban, Anne
18b Covered Official Position Legislative Director, Sen. Robert Kerrey
18¢ New Lobbyist No
18a Lobbyist Name Weber, Vin
18b Covered Official Position
18¢ New Lobbyist No
Page 6 of 9
- - . -
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- Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issueareacode IRD______ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
Lobbied the following legislation dealing with Trade Promotion Authority Act of 2001
* H.R. 2149, To extend trade authorities procedures with respect to reciprocal trade agreements

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted {0 Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area
Name Covered Official Pasition (if applicable) New
Bieron, Brian Policy Director, House Rules Committee Yes
Fazio, Vic No
Gribbin, Dave Yes
Kutler, Ed No
Mathews, Jim Yes
Morrison, Timothy - Associate Director, Presidential Personnel Yes
Stach, Deirdre No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Signature Date _8/9/01

Printed Name and Title Vil Weber - Partner Page 7 of 9

MTC-00030631 0862



Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock _

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

Ttem Description Data

18a Lobbyist Name Urban, Anne

18b Covered Official Position Legislative Director, Sen. Robert Kerrey
18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Labbyist Name Weber, Vin

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

Page 8 of 9
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Registrant Name:  Clark & Weinstock

Client Name: Microsoft Corp

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Client new address

21.  Client new principal place of business (if different from line 20)

City State/Zip (or Country)

22, New general description of client's business or activities

LOBBYIST UPDATE

23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a'Iobbyist for the client

ISSUE UPDATE
24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

MM

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

: Principal Place of Business
Name Address (city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES -
27. Add the following foreign entities
. Principal Place of Business Amount of contribution Ownership %
Name Address L (city and state or country) for lobbying activities in client

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the registrant, client,
or affiliated organization

| 7/// .
Signalur.e-'_ /;/Z/"’/l ///&’/L\“"_\ Date _8/9/01

Vin Weber - Partner Page 9 of 9

Printed Name and Title

MTC-00030631 0864
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RECEIVED

ZenlIYE RZSOURSE CExT: -

% A6 -7 M g5

Clerk of the House of Representatives  Secretary of the Senate

Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building - 232 Hart Building YFIoE OF THE CLIRK
+ Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510 MIUSE OF REPRESENIATIVES

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page 1/

1. Registrant Name
Covington & Burling

2. Address  (=J Check if different than previously reported

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

City Washington State/Zip (or Country) D.C. 20004
4, Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optionsl) S. Senate ID #
Stuart C. Stock 202-662-5384 11195-672

7. CliemtName () self
. C 31827064
Microsoft Corporation

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year_ 1998 Midyear (January 1-June 30) OR Year End (July 1-December 31) U

). Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report (]

10. Check if this is a Termination Report QO o Termination Date : 11. No Lobbying Activity a

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms 13. Organizations
INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was: period were:
Less than $10,000 Q Less than 510,000 [
$10,000ormore & > §
$10,000 or more B o s_40,000 Expenses (nearest $20,000)
Income (nearest $20,000) 14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, accounting method. See instructions for description of options..

of all lobbying related income from the client (including all O Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only
payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying T

activities on behalf of the client). {J Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8)of the
: Internal Revenue Code
{J Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(¢) of the
Internal Revenue Code
iz (L
Printed Name and Title _Stuart C. Stock, Partumer
LD-2 (REV. 6/98) PAGE @ of _4

MTC-00030631 0866



Registrant Name__Covington & Burlin Client Name____ Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
'ngaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code __CPI ~ (one per page)
16. Specific lobbying issues .

Competition issues affecting computer software industry.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q) Check if None

Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Narme Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

Charles F. Rule

O 0000000

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above {1 Check if None

Signature @u& Date__August 4. 1998

Printed Name and Title Stuart C. Stock, Partmer

Form LD-2 (Rev.6/98) Page 2 of 4

- T i . - -

MTC-00030631 0867



Registrant Name_ Covington & Burling Client Name___ Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code _TRD (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues ‘

Electronic commerce matters relating to international electronic signature proposals.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q Check if None

Department of Commerce

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

E. Jason Albert

oi0ioi0:0:0:i0:i0

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above Q3 Check if None

Signature ‘\CE@I—Q\ Date August 4, 1998

Printed Name and Title  Stuart C. Stock, Partmer

Form LD-2 (Rev.6/98) Page_ 3 of _4

MTC-00030631 0868



Registrant Name_Covington & Burling Client Name__ Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
=ngaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting pe;iod. Using a separate page for each code, provide
aformation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code CPT (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues .
- Protection of intellectual property through proposed federal actionm.

- Protection of intellectual property in World Bank lending programs.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q Check if None

Senate

House of Representatives
Department of Commerce
Department of Treasury

Office of Management and Budget

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
E. Jason Albert 3
Laurie C. Self d
Q
Q
a
d
a
Q

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above U Check if None

Signature ;}'6— . Date__August 4. 1998

rinted Name and Title Stuart C. Stock, Partner

Form LD-2 {Rev.6/98) Page _/“__ of 4

[ R T . -

MTC-00030631 0869
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Cierk of the Touse of Representatives  Scerctary of the Senate

l¢gislative Resource Center Officc of Public Records e
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building ' '
Washington, DC 20513 Washington, DC 20510

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Arc Required To Complete This Page.

5

i. Registrant Namc
Covington & Burling

2. Address D Check if diffcrent than previously reported.
1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, NNW,

3. Prncipal Place of Business (if dificrent from line 2)

City:  Washington State/Zip (or Country) D.C. 20004

Email (optional) 5. Senate ID 4

11195-612__

Telephone
202-662-5384

4. Contact Name
Stuart C. Stock

7. Client Name (] Sself
Microsoft Corporation

6. us(TD\{
31827064

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Ycar 1998 Midyear (January 1-June 30) ] OR Year Endwﬂ) %
9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report [} T-

10. Check if this is a Termination Report ] = Termination Date 1. No Lobbying Activity [}

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this
reporting period was:

Less than $10,000 []

& = $ 60,000
Income (nearest $20,000)

$10,000 or more

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20.000, of all lobbying related income for the client
(including all payments to the registrant by any other
entity for lobbying activities on behalf of the client.)

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activitics for this
reporting period were:

Less than $10,000 []

$10,000 ormore [} 28
Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate
expense accounting method. See instructions for
description of options.

Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA
definitions only

Method B. Reporting amounts under section
6033(b)(8) of the Internal Revenue
Code

Method C. Reporting amounts under 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Date ﬁj‘ﬁ 4

Signature

Printed Name and Title Stuart C. Stock, Partner

MTC-00030031 0871



Registrant Name Covington & Burling Client Name  Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Selcct as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the
registrant cngaged in labbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each
code, provide information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issuc arca code CPl (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issucs

Competition issucs affecting computer software industry.

17. lousc(s) of Congress and Federal agencics contacted ] Check if None

House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

Charles F. Rule

coooooco

19. Interest of cach foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above [x] Check if None
Signaturc Date  2{YF1
Printed Name and Title Stuart C. Stock, Partner

- T - . . -

MTC-00030631 0872



Registrant Name Covington & Burling Client Name  Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as nccessary to reflect the general issue arcas in which the
registrant engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each
code, provide information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issuc area code ___TRD (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issucs

Electronic Commerce matters relating to international electronic signature proposals.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted [] Check if None

Department of Commerce

18. Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issuc area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

E. Jason Albert

cacoocooad

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above {x] Check if None

Signature m ' Date ___ 24129

Printed Name and Title Stuart C. Stock, Partner

S T - . . -

MTC-00030031 0873



Registrant Name Covington & Burling Client Name  Microsoft Corporation , |

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclcct as many codes as neccssary to reflect the general issue areas in which the
registrant engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for cach
code, provide information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed. '

15. General issue area code ____CPT (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues
- Protection of inteliectual property through proposed federal action and implementation of Computer

Software Piracy Executive Order.
- Protection of intcllectual property in World Bank lending programs.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted [] Check if None

Department of Commerce
Department of Treasury
Office of Management and Budget

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered OfTicial Position (if applicablc) New
E. Jason Albert 0O
Lauric C. Self D
Stuart C. Stock &
U
J
L
C
L
19. Interest of cach foreign entity in the specific issues listed on Iine 16 above X Check if None

Pram , )
Signature @ Date ___2{«{44

Printed Name and Title Stuart C. Stock, Partner

T : - -

MTC-00030631 0874



Registrant Name Covington & Burling Client Name  Microsoft Corporation

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Client new address

217 Client new principal place of business (if different from line 20)

City . State/Zip (or Country)
22. Necw general description of client's business or activities

LOBBYIST UPDATE
23. Name of cach previously reported individual who is no fonger expected to act as a lobbyist for the clicnt
Victoria A. Carter

ISSUE UPDATE

24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Name Address Principal Place of Busincss
(city and state or cauntry)

26. Name of cach previously reportcd organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities

Name Address Principal place of business Amount of contribution “Ownership
(city and stale or country) for labbying activitics pereentape in
clicnt

28. Namc of cach previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the
registrant, client or affiliated organization :

Signaturc _ \m* Date Zlﬂ“ﬁ

Printed Name and Title Stuart C. Stock, Partner

MTC-00030631 0875
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Current Page: 2

l:Number of Pages: 6

Qlek ot the Homa of Regroemunives  Seontary of the Senate
Legishaive Resomree Center Qffwex of Public Records
H’é 106 Cuneu Bilding 232 Yan Building
 Washigen, 1IC 20513 Washington. EXC 20510

LOBBYING REPORT

SECRETARY CF THE SE?
SAUG 12 PH 2

Lobhying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5} - AlY Filers Are Required Te Complete This Page. H D

t. Registrans Name
Covington & Budling

1261 Pennsylvasia Avenue, NW,

3. Principal Place of Business (if dirfersu from e 2}

___City:  Washington _ State/Zip (or Country)  D.C. 20804
4. Comtact Name Telephone “Fenay {optional} 5. Senute D #
Stuart C. Stock 202.662-8384 11195672
"7 Clicat Name ] Self - - 6. House 1D #
Micrnsoft Corporstion 31827064

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 1999 Midyear (January 1-June 30} £ OR Year End (July1-Dccember 31) (]

9. Cheek if this filing amends a previously fifed version of this repont [

10, Check ifthis is a Termination Report[] = Temuination Date _ L.

Ne Lobbying Activity [”

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Compiete Either Line 12 OR Line (3

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating o lobbying sctivities for this
reporting period was:

Less than $10,000 []

$10000 armore  [X] = $_40.000

Ierome (nosrest S20.900)

Provide 2 good faith estimate, roumsderd 1o (he nearcst
$20,000, of all lobbying rcialed income for the ¢lient
(inchwding all payments to the registrant by any olhes
entiey for lobbying activities on behalf of the client )

13. Qrpunizations

EXPENSES refating to lobbving activitics for this
repuorting pericd were!

Less than $10,008 )

510,000 0rmore [ ] =8
Expeases (et 3200007

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indica
expense aceounting method. See instructions for
description of oplions.

[ ™ethad A. Reporting amounts using LA
definktions only

(] Method B. Reporting amonnts wiler section
6033(bX X} of the Tuterpal Revenue
Cade

(] Methed C. Reporting mmounts under 162{e} of t
Internal Revenue Code

MTC-00030631 0877



Signature @& . Date August 10, 1999

Printed Name and Title Stuart €. Stock, Partner

- P * e . . -
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L [:]Number of Pages: 6

Current Page: 3

Re-%istmiu Name Lovington & Burling Client Name  Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary 1o reflect the general issue areas i which ¢
registrant cngaged in lobbving on behalf of the client during the repocting periad.  Using a separate poge for ca
cudbe, provide infonmation as requested. Astach additional page(s) as needed.

13, Genera] issue area codde __TRD {aw per page)

16, Specific toblrying issues

Electranic commerer matters retuting to international electranic signature proposals.

17. House(s) of Coagress and Federal agencies contacted [ Check if None

Deparsment of Commerve

18. Name of each individiral who acted s 2 lobbyist in this issuc area
‘ Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) Nev
Stuart C, Stock
E. Jason Albert

e i e e 4 et - —— g g p————,

e e ot myee g S SR P S W R e Lol

e i . et e et et . ot e . o 40 St e -

- o wna one

annaOans

-.19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specitic issucs listed on line 16 above B Check ifNane

- e e e e o —— o Al G i . I e

o - T . . . —_

MTC-00030631 0879



Stgnature @Q z Date Augpxt 10, 1999

Pn ntgd Name and T+lc Stuart C. Stock, Partner

3

MTC-00030031 0880



i :Number of Pages: 6

Current Page: 4

Registrant Name  Covingten & Burling Client Name  Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes a5 neccssary to reflcet the general isswe areas in which 1l
registrant engaged in {obbying on behalf of the client during the reporting peried.  Using a separate page for ca
eode, provide infurmation as rogucsted.  Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area ¢ode CPI {ore per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Electronic signature legislatior, including H.R. 1714 and 8. 761.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted T Cheek il Noae
House of Representatives

Scantc
Departrgent of Commerce

18. Name of cach individual whao acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicabie) Nev

Stuart C. Stoek ]
Frin M. Egan %)
3 o ” m|
i ]
_'__ |
L _ R .
———— - v —— -.-.DD

19. lmterest of each foreign entity in the specific wsues listed on hec 16 above 5} Cheek if None

MTC-00030031 0881



Signature @ | Date ___August 10, 1999
Printcd Name and Litke Stuasrt C. Stock, Partoer

- r . . .. - -

MTC-00030631 0882



:Number of Pages: 6

Current Page: §

Registrant Name Cavington & Burling Client Name  Microsofl Comporation

"LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclectas m;z;y codes as necessary to refleet the general issuc areas in which &
registrant engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client dusing the reporting period.  Uding a separate puge for ez
code, provide information as cequested. Antach additional page(s) us needed.

15, General issue area code  CPFI {one per page)

16, Specific lobhving issues
- Protection of inlellectual property through proposed federal action and implementation of

Computer Software Pirney Exceuative Order. )
- Protection of intellectual property in World Bank lending programs.

7. House(s) of Congress and Federa spencies contacted [ Check if Nane

Department of Cammerce

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this isswe area

Name _ Covered Official Position (if applicable) Nev
Staart C. Stock 0
“Laawric C. Self T - Ci
"E. Jason Albert - )]
_ _ _ _ -~ d
_ _ O
- — e - L)
N _ C}
t9. Interest of exch foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above Check if None

MTC-00030031 0883



Signature : Date August 10, 1999
Printed Name and Titke Stuart C. Steck, Partner

MTC-00030631 0884



ATTACHMENT 24
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH
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S¥¥retary of the Senate
Clerk of the House of Representatives
& 5
Loz
G —~
LOBBYING REPORT 2 n 3
o X g~ F =
Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) Tz P I
F:; ™ — ;(13’1,
‘ =5 2
2~ ForOfficial Usef.r‘”:’ = Sg’<
:"i,‘ p— ;:-"
= 3
Year End (July 1-December 3N & =~ & =

l. Year 1987
Midyear (January 1- June 30) [
Termination Report ]

2. Report type (check all that apply)
: Amended report (]
No Activity (registration to remain in effect) []

REGISTRANT
3. Name of Registant DOWNEY CHANDLER, INC

4. Telephone number and contact name
202 789 1110 Contact Kathleen Tynan McLaughlin
CLIENT Lobbying firms file separate reports for each client. An organization employing in-house i ’ i
31805008

5. Name of Client Microsoft Corporatiocn

Answer line 6 or line 7 as applicable.

INCOME OR EXPENSES
6. LOBBYING FIRMS. Income from the client during the reporting period, other than income unrelated to lobbying activities, was:

$10,000 or more X

Less than $10,000 [
If $10,000 or more, provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, of all income from the client during this
reporting period. Include any payments by any other entity for lobbying activities on behalf of the client. Exclude income unrelated
140,000

to lobbying activities.
$60,000 Total for year (if Year End report) $

Income §
7. ORGANIZATIONS EMPLOYING IN-HOUSE LOBBYISTS. Expenses incurrzd in connection with lobbying activities during the

reporting period were:
Less than $10,000 [] $10,000 or more [
If $10,000 or more, provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, of the total amount of all lobbying expenses

incurred by the registrant and its employees during this reporting period.
Total for year (if Year End report) $

Expense $
A. Registrants that report lobbying expenses under section 6033(bX8) of the Intemal Revenue Code may provide a good faith estimate
of the applicable amounts that would be required to be disclosed under section 6033(bX8) for the semiannual reporting period, and

may consider as lobbying activities only those defined under section 4911(d) of the Intemnal Revenue Code. Ifselecting this
method, check box and (i) enter estimated amounts on the "Expenses" line above; or (ii) attach a copy of the IRS Form 990 that

inciudes this reporting period.
B. Registrants subject to section 162(g) of the Intenal Revenue Code may make a good faith estimate of all amounts that
would not be deductible under section 162(e) for the semiannual reporting period, and may consider as lobbying activities only
Euxsuant to section 162(e). If selecting this method, check box and enter

those activities the costs of which are not deductibl
Page 1

estimated amounts on the "Expenses” line above.

Form LD-2 (1/96)

MTC-00030631 0886



Répictrant Name DOWNEY CHANDLER, INC.

Client Name Microsoft Corporation 31805008

LOBBYING ISSUES. On line 8 below, enter the code for one general lobbying issue area in which the registrant engaged in
lobbying activities for the client during this reporting period (select applicable code from list in the instructions and on the reverse side
of Form LD-2, page l). For that general issue area only, complete lines 9 through 12. Ifthe registrant engaged in lobbying activities
for the client in more than one general issue area, use one Lobbying Report Addendum page for each additional general issue area.

8. General lobbying issue area code (enter ong) CPT

9. Specify lobbying issues (include bill numbers and specific executive branch actions)

Intellectual Property Rights
Patent Reform

Internet issues

Encryption

Immigration

Anti-trust issues

10. Houses of Congress and Federal agencies contacted

U.S. House of Representatives
U.S. Senate

Office of the Vice President
Department of Justice

11. Name and title of each employee who acted as a lobbyist

Thomas J. Downey, Chairman

Rod Chandler, President

Daniel T. Bross, Vice President
Margaret M. McCloud, Director

12. For registrants identifying foreign entities in the Lobbying Registration (Form LD-1, line 12) or any updates: Interest of each such
foreign entity in the specific lobbying issues listed an line 9 above

NA
This report includes__ ¥ Addendum pages.
Signature jz‘bm J Q“*’—-j Date 2-13-98
Printed Name and Title Thomas J. DOW ey Chairman
Form LD-2 (1/96) ' Page 2

MTC-00030631 0887
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Clerk of the House of Representatives  Secretary of the Senate
Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building

Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

98AUG-7 Py 12:57

OF7ICE OF Tue
.5 JFFICE OF The o ca
SHCUSE 7 nEPaiiSiﬁ}‘:T['{fS

_obbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page

LOBBYING REPORT

4

1. Regisuant Name

DOWNEM CWANDLER, TNC.

D Check if different than previously reported

1225 T STREET NW

2. Address

SUITE 35S0

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

city WASHINGTO W State/Zip (or Cowstry) DC. L0005
4. Coatact Name Telephane E-mail (optional) 5. Seaae D #
KA-H'\}CCH Emn Me. La,uﬂk\m 202 1%9 |10 /Q573‘ 253
7. ClientName ( Self 6 House D #
MICROSOET _ COR Po@ ATIoN (131805008 |

TYPE OF REPORT 3. Year 1998 Midyear January 1-June 30) ®  OR  Year End (July 1-December 31) O

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this repont a

10. Check if this is a Termination Report Q o Termination batc

11. No Lobbying Activity

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 O

$10,000 or more Ao s

Income (nearest $20,000)

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000,
of all lobbying related income from the client (including all
payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying
activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations
EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:
Less than $10,000 Q
$10,000 or more X os gg OOO
Expeases (ocarest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options..

&) Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

O Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8)of the
Intemal Revenue Code ‘

Q) Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Printed Name and Title_ ] HDMAS J. DOWNEY, CHA1emMAN

LD-2 (REV. 6/98)

PAGE | of i/_._

MTC-00030631 0889



Registrane-Name J)UUJNL\-‘I LN VLIRS, Client Name_ VI AUV 1 AN FUL L\ I\

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code _&_p_i_ (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Soffware pirac n e
:fomaan.{ Aommi ce haacingen C"MP&M ard Tno ety
Dyal age
tmmy m:h'.W\
CompPE+i e . . .
aPrmM' of Jushce hearing | @ntinved )

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted QJ Check if None

Us Serate-

House of Replesentatives

Offce O‘F +he. VI-CQ P(fé’d'er\f{'

'Dz?ar+rv\m+ of Jushre

Depurtment of Sthde

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area '

Name

Luniel Bmss

Covered Official Position (if applicable)

Kelli Tmerck
Thoms —DQWn&_][

0D 0iDiDIDIDI0I0 %

19. Interest of each forcign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above dCheck if None

Signature Date

Printed Name and Title

Forma LD-2 (Rev.6/98) Page _é_. of 4

MTC-00030031 0890



RegistrantName J)WNL‘? {LFHAN UK., Cluentname LYo O VI Y R VI )

P BV

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15, General issue area code CEE (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues Cavrrinued

Tedhnolegy ass1sk disabled
arhtrosd
Windows 4%

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q1 Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area |

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

.....

O:0i0i0i0:0i0{0

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above Check if None

Signature Date

Printed Name and Title

Form LD-2 (Rev.6/98) Page _3_ o{_LL

MTC-00030031 0891



Registrans Name _.powuu! LARN VLB, Client Name_ [CIC 0S50 T (OR FOKAT[IDN

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code __! Ec/ (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Dytal TV slandards

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q) Check if None

Us Semd'e,_

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area ‘

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

Kelli Emerick

pi0ini0i0:0:0:0

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above ﬁCheck if None

Signature J\"‘ J a““‘“} | Date 8-7—qg

Printed Name and Tite__| HOMAS 5’ DowNeY, CHAIRMAN]

|4;

Form LD-2 (Rev.6/98) Page _i_ of

MTC-00030631 0892



ATTACHMENT 26
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH

MTC-000300631 0893



NelGA A Wi MG LV UIE WL Ve baeddtit T e it widh ) Vi b whsale

Legislative Resource Center OfTice of Public Records RN p 2 TIRNT GE
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building ‘ 2
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510 99FE3 16 PH ¥
grrs ¢ T LERK
S, BT €F 52 RESTRIATVES
LOBBYING REPORT S, E
.obbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page ;

1. Registrant Name

DOWNEY  ¢cHANDLER , TNC.

2. Address D Check if different than previously reported

1225 T STeeeT NMW. SUITE_ 350

3. Principal Placc of Business (if different from line 2)

City: wAs H i N() T N State/Zip (or Country) D C/ OZO OO 5

4, Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) S. Senawe ID #
Jﬁ%lem'lflmn MLMHL(\ 03 ’?fq 110 /3573-253
7. ClientName () self 6. House ID #

Mic RoSoFT C 0k PofATion 2180500
TYPE OF REPORT 3. Year IQQ € Midyear (January 1-June 30) O

9. Check if this filing amends 2 previously filed version of this report a

OR  Year End (July I-December 31) @

10. Check if this is a Termination Report O o Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity Q

| INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

13. Organizations

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting

period was: period were:

Less than $10,000 O Less than $10,000 (1
$100000rmore (1 = s

$100000rmore @ o s_00O, 000D

Expenses (necarest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, accounting method. See instructions for description of options.
of all lobbying related income from the client (including ali . . -

payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying Q Method A, Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only
activities on behalf of the client).

lnco’m (nearest $20,000)

7

p Q Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(8)(8)0( the
Internal Reveaue Code

O Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Intemnal Revenue Code

Signature

Printed Name and Title

LD-2 (REV. 6/98) PAGE 1 of _5__

MTC-00030631 0894



‘

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Seclect as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Usiog a separate page for each cbde, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code __Q_P__I_-__ (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues
SofTWAELE PIRACY

ANT 'Ye,uSTM

tomMPETITO

T JOLoBY + HEALTR

m%%?a%es chNM\ﬁe?, HEACING ON COMPETITION and TNNOVATION
DEPARTM ENT OF JUSTICE HWEPRING

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q2 Check if None

Serate
Bouse of Replesematé s

Ofhce of Hhe Ve Presidest
thment of Commerce
Aftvenat of Jushce

Depariment of State

18. Name of each individual who acted as a [obbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Danie | Bross

Kelli. Emenck.
Reod Chandler

l/WV\ Dow Ne

0iDioiDi0i0iD:0

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above ,E/Chcck if None

Signature Date

Printed Name and Title

Form LD-2 (Rev.6/98) . Page ' oD

MTC-00030631 0895



4
1]

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code TEC (one per page)

.. Specific lobbying issues

DIGTAL TV STANDARDS
ComPETITiON

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q Check if None

Senate. |
Wewse of Repesontative

18. Name of each individual wha acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

Kelli Emericle Q
Rod Chamdler -
Tom  Dow new Q
f Q

O.

-

-

Qa

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issueslisted on line 16 above (Qéhcck if None

Signature Date

Printed Name and Title

Form [D-2 (Rev.6/98) Page .3_ of_.i._

MTC-00030631 0896



LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code _[_MM_ (one per page)

. Specific lobbying issues

Q. 3730, TMM6 RATION BILL

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q Check if None
OFFICE OF THE VP
SENATE

Wouse. of REPRESENTATIVES

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Tom Dow ney Q
Rod Chand \-é( a
Dan._ Pross o
Kelli  Emencle. Q
Q
Q

-

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above E/Chcck if None

Signature Date

Printed Name and Title

Form LD-2 (Rev.6/98) Page _Lf_ of ._si_

MTC-00030631 0897



AUl0LIi14ak0U UpUall 4 450 - LOWPICIC VINL I WRCTE Fegisiralion iniorinalion da3s cildiiyca.

20. Client new address °

21. Client new principal place of business (if dilfcrent from line 20)

City State/Zip (or Country)

2. New genenal description of client’s business oc activitics

LOBBYIST UPDATE
23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client

Danel Bross

ISSUE UPDATE
24, General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Name Address Principal Place of Business

(city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities
Name Address Principal place of business Amount of contribution | Owmership
(city and state or country) for lobbying activities percentage in
client

pd

28. Name of cach previously reported foreign entity that no lbnger owns, gr controls, or is affiliated with the registrant, clieat or
affiliated organization

Signature 42\““ J Q‘«j Date ’Z'Na-qq

Printed Name and Title T\‘\'OM AS 3. DDJA) YQEL,[ R CHB i PMmAN)

Form LD-2 (Rev. (/98)

Page 5 of 5

MTC-00030631 0898



ATTACHMENT 27
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH

MTC-00030631 0899



L

Clerk of the House of Representatives Secretary of the Senate PECISLATY &EQE!‘Y*E'RM- coNTEe
Legislative Resource Ceater Office of Public Records i
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building 93 JUL 30 P L: 28
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510 te

a sl C, [ " d THS otrnye

1S, HOUSE £ Reo: SENTATIvEg
LOBBYING REPORT
Jbbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section §) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page 7‘

1. Registrant Name
DOWNEY CHANDLER, INC

2. Address O Check if different than previously reported
1225 1STREETNW SUITE 350

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

City. Washington State/Zip (or Country) DC_ 20005

4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) 5. Senate ID #

Kathleen Tynan McLaughlin 202 789 1110 12573-253

7. Client Name a Self y‘“‘ ID#

Microsoft Corporation 31805008

u

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 1999 Midyear (January | -June 30) &  OR Year End (July 1 -December 31) O
9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report a
[ 0. Check if this is a Termination Report Q ¢ Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity O

r

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13
12. Lobbying Firms

13. Organizations

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for thls reporting
period was:

period were:
Less than $10,000 O Less than $10,000 O
$100000rmore O » g

$10,000 ormore & = - g 80,000
Income (nearest $20,000)

Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, | accounting method. See instructions for description of options..
of all lobbying related income from the client (including ail . . -

payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying O Method . Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

activities on behalf of the client). O Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8)of the

Internal Revenue Code

Q Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Printed Name and Tide

LD-2 (REV. 6/98) PAGE 1 of fj_[_

MTC-00030031 0900



Registrant Name_DOWNEY CHANDLER, INC Client Name_Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

- mation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

17 "eneral issue area code TEC (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Broadband
Information Technology

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted 0 Check if None

U.S. Senate
U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable)

i Emerick

z
2

Tom Downey

Rod Chandler

Thomas P. Scott

OO OO afd) o

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None

Signature Date

Printed Name and Title

~ +m LD-2 (Rev.6/98)

me.Pz’_ of_i

MTC-00030031 0901



Registrant Name_DOWNEY CHANDLER, INC Client Name_Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

rmation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

Jeneral issue area code CPI (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

antitrust

education technology
communications issucs
patent reform
Microsoft trial
intellectual property
encryption

R & D tax credit

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted

U.S. Senate
U.S. House of Representatives
Office of the Vice President

O Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Ali Emerick
Tom Downey
Rod Chandler

Thomas P. Scott

Of Of Oy ooy d

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None
Signature Date
Printed Name and Title
wm LD-2 (Rev.6/98) Pqei ofi

MTC-00030631 0902




KEGISUANt INAME s esa s o oo o “hvae ot

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Client new address

"*. Client new principal place of business (if different from line 20)
State/Zip (or Country)
22. New general description of client's business or activities

LOBBYIST UPDATE
23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client

Rod Chandler

ISSUE UPDATE
24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Name Address Principal Place of Business
(city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities
Name : Address Principal place of business Amount of congribution | Ownership
(city and state or country) for lobbying activitics ze‘rmuge in
tent

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the registrant, client or
affiliated organization

/I A
Signature d p""‘ - Date ___/- 30‘9‘?

Printed Name and Title Thomas J. Downey, C!mLmn .

m LD-2 (Rev. 6198) Puei_of_i_

MTC-00030031 0903



ATTACHMENT 28
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH

MTC-00030631 0904



Clerk of the House of Representatives Secretary of the Senate
Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Har Building
Washihgton, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

RECENED.
LEGISLATYE S

c0 an 1y Pl 2:23

- -
A

MR Y
Y

Lcbbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section S) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page

Adel Bra

LR

LOBBYING REPORT

1. Registrant Name

DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC.

2. Address Q Check if different than previously reporied
1225 ISTREETNW SUITE 350

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

Washington

City: State/Zip (or Country)  DC 20005
4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) S.Senate ID #
Kathleen Tynan McLaughlin 202 789 1110 12573.253
7. ClietName O self 6 H‘i‘f‘ﬂ?‘_\
Microsoft 31805008
- z

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 1999

N ———

Midyear (January 1 -June 30) 0 OR Year End (July | -December 31) &

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report Q

{ 0. Check if this is a Termination Report Q

* Termination Date

11. No Lobbying Activity &

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 O

¢ 100.000

$10,000 or more a -
. [ncome (nearest $20,000)

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000,
of all lobbying related income from the client (including all
payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying
activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 O

$10,0000rmore Q = g

Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options..

U Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

0O Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8)of the
Internal Revenue Code

Q Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Printed Name and Tide

.D-2{REV 6/98)

PAGE 1 of 4

MTC-00030631 0905




Registrant Name_DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC. _ Client Name_Microsoft

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

saged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
~rmation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code TEC

16. Specific lobbying issues

Broadband

Information Technology
business issues

Satellite Home Viewer Act

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted

U.S. Senate

U.S. House of Representatives
Small Business Administration

(one per page)

O Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Kelli Emenick D
Tom Downey D
Ray McGrath D
Thomas P. Scott D
U
n
[
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None

Signature

Date

rinted Name and Title

Jm LD-2 (Rev.6/98)

P-ee_z___of_“__.

MTC-00030631 0906



Registrant Name _DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC. _ Client Name_Microsoft

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
-gaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

yrmation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

. . General issue area code CPI (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

antitrust Digital signatures
education technology Technology changes
communications issues Digital Divide
Microsoft trial

intellectual property

encryption

R & D tax credit

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted

U.S. Senate
U.S. House of Representatives

0 Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable)

.vm Downey

z
-

Ray McGrath

Kelli Emerick

Thomas P. Scott

OO oo o @

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None

Signature Date

Orinted Name and Title

y LD-2 (Rev.6/98)

Page 3 of.____4

MTC-000300631 0907



Registrant Name_DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC. _ Client Name_Microsoft

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
gaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
.ormation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

.. General issue area code LBR (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Digital Divide

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None

U.S. Senate
U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
~um Scott D
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None

Signature ﬁ"“ 'J Alﬂ‘-«i Date 2-1¥-09

J

~-nted Name and Title Thomas J. Downey, Chairman

of4

1LD-2 (Rev 6/98) Page 4

MTC-00030631 0908



ATTACHMENT 29
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH

MTC-00030631 0909



Clerk of the House of Represcentatives Secretary of the Senate “0 ﬂUC l ] F]', i2: l S
Lecgslative Resource Center Officc of Public Records

13-106 Cannon Building 232 Han Building R N
Washingtlon, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510 " IR P
HAND DELIVERLL
LOBBYING REPORT
Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page 7

1. Registrant Name

DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC.

2. Address Q Check if different than previously reported
1225 ISTREETNW SUITE 350

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

civ. Washington State/Zip (or Counry) DC 20005

4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optionat) S. Seanatc ID ¥

Kathleen Tynan MclLaughlin 2027891110 12573-253 ‘\

7 Client Name a Sclf W

Microsoft { 31805008

e ——

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 2000 Midyear (January | -June 30) & OR Year End (July 1 -December 31) O
9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report O
1 0. Check if this is a Termination Report Q ¢ Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13
12. Lobbying Firms

13. Organizations

INCOME relating to lobbying activitics for this reporting EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was: period were:

l.css than $10,000 O Less than $10,000 O
$100000rmore Q = g

$10,000 ormore & =+ ¢ 80,000
Income (ncarest $20,000)

Expenscs (ncarest $20,000)

. 14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, | accounting method. Sce instructions for description of options..
of all lobbying related incomie from the client (including all
payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying
aclivitics on behalf of the client).

QO Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

(J Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)8)of the
Internal Revenue Code

0 Method C. Reporting amounts under scction 162(c) of the
Internal Revenuce Code

Signature

Printed Name and Tide

1.0-2 (REV. (/98) PAGIE: L of 4

MTC-00030031 0910



Registrant Namc _DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC. __ Client Name_Microsoft

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codcs as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
cngaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as nceded.

5. Gencral issue area code CPI (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

antitrust
communications issucs
intellectual property
cneryption

R&D tax credit

digital signatures
digital divide

privacy

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted (1 Check if None

U.S. Senale
1).S. House of Representatives
Office of the Vice President

18. Namc of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue arca

Name

Kelli Emerick

Covered Official Position (if applicable)

2

ew

.m Downcy

Ray McGrath

Thomas P, Scott

lilaine Acevedo

OOy 0|00y oy o

19. Interest of cach forcign cntity in the specific issucs listed on line 16 above

Signature

Printed Name and Title

& Check if None

Date

Form L.D-2 (Rev.6/98)

Page 2 of 8

MTC-00030031 0911



Registrant Name _DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC. __ Client Name_Microsoft

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requestcd. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

5. General issuc area code IMM (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

[1-1B Visas

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None

U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue arca

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Kelli Emerick D
homas P. Scott D
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None
Signature Date

Printed Name and Title

Form L.D-2 (Rev.6/98) Page 3 of %

D

MTC-00030631 0912



chislrmu Nanie DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC (16Nl NAME 2v41bi05uit uipusauss

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Client new address

. Clicnt ncw principal place of business (if differcnt from line 20)

State/Zip (or Country)

22. New general description of client's business or activities

LOBBYIST UPDATE
23. Name of cach previously reported individual who is no longer expected 1o act as a lobbyist for the client

Kelli Emcrick

ISSULE UPDATE
24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Name Address Principal Place of Business
(city and state or country)

6. Name of cach previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following forcign entities

Name Address Principal place of busincss Amount of contribution | Ownership
(city 8nd statc or country) for lobbying activitics percentage in
client

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the registrant, client or
affiliated organization

=N 4 7A
Signature d/""‘—- 'J : J“"‘"ﬂ Date August 11, 2000

Printed Name and TitleThomas J. Downey, Chailnan

Form L.D-2 (Rev 6198) Page 4 or 4

MTC-00030031 0913



ATTACHMENT 30
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH

MTC-00030631 0914



Clerk of the House of Representatives Sccretary of the Senate
Legisiative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

— 1]

WAND DELIVERED

£GISLATIVE RESSURCE CONTER

2001 FEB 1AM 2:23
LOBBYINGREPORE. ..

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section S) - All Filers Are Required To JComplete This Page

1. Registrant Name

DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC.

O Check if different than previously reported
1225 I1STREETNW SUITE 350

2. Address

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)
Washington

City: State/Zip (or Country) DC 20005

4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) S. Senate ID #
Kathleen Tynan McLaughlin 202789 1110 12573-253

7. ClientName O self "M
Microsoft 31805008

[reosos )

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 2000

N———"

Midyear (January | -June 30) O  OR Year End (July | -December 31) &

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report Q

1 0. Check if this is a Termination Report Q

* Termination Date

L1. No Lobbying Activity O

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 Q

$10,000 ormore & + g 40,000

{acome (nearest $20,000)

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000,
of all lobbying related income from the client (including all
payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying
activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 O

$100000rmore O * g

Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options..

Q Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

0 Method B. Reporting amounts under section §033(b)(8)of the
Internal Revenue Code '

Q Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(¢) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Printed Name and Tide

LD-2 (REV. 6/98)

PAGE lof 4

MTC-00030631 0915




Registrant Name_DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC. _ Client Name_Microsoft

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

“+formation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

. General issue area code CPI ' (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

antitrust

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q1 Check if None

U.S. Senate
U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable)

Jomas P. Scott

4

ew

Tom Downey

0 OO0 a(af o

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above ® Check if None

Signature Date

Printed Name and Title

A LD-2 (Rev.6/98)

Page 2 of___4

MTC-00030631 0916



.~

Registrant Name_DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC. __ Client Name_Microsoft

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

"-formation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

General issue area code TRD (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Permanent Normal Trade Relations with China

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted 0 Check if None

U.S. Senate
U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
m Scott D
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above &3 Check if None
Signature Date

Printed Name and Title

-m LD-2 (Rev.6/98)

Page 3 of &

MTC-00030631 0917



Registrant Name, DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC  (lient Name Microsoft Corporation

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Client new address

21. Client new principal place of business (if different from line 20)
Sity State/Zip (or Country)

22. New general description of client's business or activities

LOBBYIST UPDATE
23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client

Thomas P. Scott
Ray McGrath
Elaine Acevedo

ISSUE UPDATE
24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Name Address Principal Place of Business
(city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities
Name Address Principal place of business Amount of contribution | Ownership

(city snd state or country) for lobbying acuvities percentage in
client

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, ot controls, ot is affiliated with the registrant, client or
affiliated organization

Pl ) )
7/
Signature Jrom . " qoe—y Date February 14, 2001

Printcd Name and Title Thomas J. Downey, CbaimLD

orm LD-2 (Rev. 6198) page 4 or 4

MTC-00030631 0918
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Clerk of the House of Representatives Secretary of the Senate

Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

e d

HAND DE

OLAUG 10 AMIg:

3FFICE 8F TWE ¢t oA
©3.HOUSE 6F azr=as§i§?:.nvas

00

-

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page

NMERE

LOBBYING REPORT

&

1. Registrant Name

DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC.

2. Address Q) Check if different than previously reported

1225 ISTREETNW SUITE 350

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

city: Washington

State/Zip (or Country)

DC 20005

4. Contact Name Telephone E-mauil (optional) S. Senate (D #
Kathleen Tynan McLaughlin 202 789 1110 12573-253
7.Client Name & self JJMURD”\
Microsoft C 31805008 Y,
TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 2001 Midyear (January | -Junc 30) @  OR Year End (July 1 -December 31) Q

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report a

[ 0. Check if this is a Termination Report O  * Termination Date 1

. No Lobbying Activity Q

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 O
] -

$10,000 or more ¢ 60,000

Income (nearest $20,000)

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000,
of all lobbying related income from the client (including all
payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying
activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting

period were:
Less than $10,000 O

$100000rmore O = g

Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options..

Q Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

O Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8)of the
Internal Revenue Code »

Q Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Printed Name and Tide

LD-2 (REV. 6/98)

PAGE i of _2

MTC-00030031 0920




Registrant Name_DOWNEY McGRATH GROUP, INC. _ Client Name_Microsoft

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
formation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

General issue area code CPI (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues
Internet privacy
intellectual property issues

Microsoft case - Department of Justice antitrust suit
R & D tax credit

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted 0 Check if None

U.S. Senate
U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

hn Olinger ]

Tom Downey D
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None

Signature JZ""‘ J : Q‘“‘—'f Date August 14, 2001

Printed Name and Title Thomas J. Downey, Chairmz-r[

orm LD-2 (Rev.6/98) Page 2 of 2

MTC-00030031 0921
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Back

-Number of Pages: 2

Current Page: 1

Clerk of the House of Representstives  Secrerary of the Seaste

Legislative Resowrce Center Office of Public Recnrds i l
B"“C"mwm BZHG‘IBG!M'H’I{ L " .“‘ )r “,r ) ,QAIE
Washipgton, DC 2051$ Washington, DC 20510 RS

GOAUG 14 PM &-27
LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Drisclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Fiiers Are Required To Complete This Page

1. Regisvrant Naoe
LAk rtAn E AssociAvTel t.L. .40
2 Address  (J Chect if SHTcormt tham previoesty repomed
101 FovH Svrkeer Mu) Sure 220
3. Principa) Phacc of Besiness (i difSercat from kine J)
City LIASH iNeTol et StwieZip (2¢ Coanry) 2o00F
4 Conmct Narne Telcphene B-ewait (optionsl) | 5 seowr 4

LA A
d*ze'q Lacxmtant 204/33# 313F @L::Zmﬂﬂc::’m,—

7. Client Name Qw S Howse ID #

MicCRoSeF Y

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 2260  Midyear (January JJune 30) 30 OR  Year Eod (July 1-Decembe

9. Check if this filing amends a previoysdy Yiled version of this report 1)
10. Chieck if this is 2 Termination © Terminatios Dute “’/3"/00 11. No Lobbying Acd
INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complets Either Line 12 OR Line 13
12, Lobbying Firms: 13. Organizations
INCOME relating 1o Jobbrying sctivitics for this reporting KXPENSES rchting w lobbying activities for this repomn;
peciod was: period weze:
Leas than $10,000 O Less than 310,000 O

_;_1o.ooo«um M@ s /7’ 520 $10,000 or mare 9@ 3 ———r—

ncosme (nearwst 320,000 14, REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expe
Provide 2 good Gaith estinate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, | 3ecownting method. See instructions for description of optio
of al} Jobbying income from the client (inchudin i : .
pt;:ncnme,r;":rmbyaay w'h;m(&:hw;ﬁ 0 Method A Reporting amounts using LDA definitivns <
activitics o bebalf of the clicot). 0 Method B. Reporting smounts under section 6033(b)XE
Interual Revenue Code

0 Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(c) of

MTC-00030031 0923



i . ] Interns] Revenue Code

SM_M-‘**J

PrizedMase and Tite_ LAREY LACKIM AN, A Ace®R
LD-2 (REV. 69%) / PAGE

MTC-00030631 0924



Back

Number of Pages: 2
Current Page: 2

' ssaa./AmS, L.¢
Registramt Name LALKMAN £ A Client Name N OO SOEY

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the regist
engsged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, pro
information as requested. Attach sdditional page(s) as needed.

1S. General issue area code < - (ome per page)

16. Specific Jobbying issues
ANTTRUSTY

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q) Check if None
V.S SenATe—

18. Nare of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Nasne Cowered Officiat Posiuon (i spplicable)

Q.A‘Eé'l}[ LA Kag AN ~/a

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on live 16 above Q) Check if None

MTC-00030631 0925
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... RECEIVED

—_—

Clerk of the House of Representatives  Secretary of the Senate

Legisiative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page

1. Registrant Name

McSlarrow & Associates, L.L.C.

2. Address D Check if difTerent than previously reported
14842 North 18th Place, Phoenix, Arizona 85022

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

City: State/Zip (or Country)

4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) 5. Senate ID #
Alison H. McSlarrow (602) 482-3150 48703-12

7. ClientName () scif )m N\
Microsoft Corporation ( 34541002 /

TYPE OF REPORT 3. vear 1999 Midyear (January 1-Junc 30) @Q OR YearEnd (July 1-December 31) A

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report Q

10. Check if this is a Termination Report ( < Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity O

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Compiete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

13. Organizations

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was;

period were:
Less than §10,000 O Less thaa 10,000 O
$10,000ormore J ©

$10,000 ormore X © $__ 40,000
Incame (nearest $20,000)

Expenses (ncarest $20,000)
t4. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, | 3ccounting method. See instructions for description of options.
of all lobbying related income from the client (including all . . .
pa ' to the registrant by any other entiry for lobbying Q Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

activitics on behalf of the client). Q Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(5)(8)0f the

Internal Revenue Code

O Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(¢) of the
Internai Revenue Code

Signature

Printed Name aud Title

LD-2 {REV. 6/98) PAGElol_4

MTC-00030631 0928



Registrant Name__MCS1arrow & ASSOC. (lient Name Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code  COM (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

S. 247, Satellite Home Viewers Improvements Act, provisions relating
to video streaming

H.R. 1554, Satellite Copyright, Competition, and Consumer Protection
Act, provisions relating to video streaming
17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q) Check if None

U.S. Senate

U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Officis! Position (if applicable) New
Alison H. McSlarrow Deputy Chief of Staff to Senate a
Majority Leader Trent Lott Q
Q
Q
Q
Q
Q
Q
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above 3 Check if None

Signature Date  JaNUAry 21, 2000

Printed Name and Title Alison H. McSlarrow, President

Form L.D-2 (Rev.4/98)

Page 2 of 4

MTC-00030631 0929



Registrant Name_MCS1arzow & ASSOC.  (yienyName Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code _CPT (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Competition in the software industry

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q Check if None

U.S. Senate

U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Officist Pasitian (if applicable) New
Alison H. McSlarrow Deputy Chief of Staff to Senate Q
Majority Leader Trent Lott Q
a
Q
Qa
Q
Q
Q
19, Interest of cach foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above &) Check if None
Signature Date
Printed Name and Title
Farm LD-2 (Rev.&08) Page _3 _of _4__

MTC-000300631 0930




Registrant Name McSlarrow & ASSOC. (jiemName Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code CSP (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

S. 761, Millenium Digital Signature Commerce Act, all provisions

H.R. 1774, Electronic Signatures in Global and National Commerce
Act, all provisions

H.R. 775/S. 96 (P.L. 106-37), Year 2000 Readiness and Responsibility
Act, all provisions

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q Check if None
U.S. Senate

U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Alison H. McSlarrow Deputy Chief of staff to Senate Q
Majority Leader Trent Lott Q
Q
Q
Q
Q
Q
Q
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above &d Check if None
Signature M%%\A{ ‘T’K](AL__-—- Date January 21, 2000
Printed Name and Title Alison H. McSlarrow, President
Form LD-2 (Rev.6/08) rage _ 4 or_4

MTC-00030031 0931
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 £GISLATIVE RESQURCE CENTER

Clerk of the House of Representatives  Secretary of the Senate

Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 i{art Building
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

209 AUG L4 PY L2

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section S) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page

1. Registrant Name

......................

McSlarrow Consulting L.L.C., (formerly McSlarrow & Associates L.L.C.)

2. Address ck if di(fereat than previously reponed

6551 Kristina Ursula Court, Falls Church, Virginia 22044

). Principat Place of Business (if different lrom line 2)

City: S1ate/Zip (or Country)
4, Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) §. Senatc iD N
Alison H. McSlarrow {703) 658-0138 48703-12
7. ClientName  (J seif L6 Tlouse IDH N\
Microsoft Corporation ( 34541002

TYPE OF REPORT 8 vear 2900  Midvear January 1-Junc30) @ OR YCM 1y Q

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report Q

10. Check if this is a Termination Report O © Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity Q

INCOME OR EXPENSES . Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activitics for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 O

$100000rmore &3 = $_40,000
Income (nearest $20,000)

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000,
of all lobbying related income from the client (including all
payments to the registrant by any other cntity for lobbying
activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities {or this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000
$10,000 or more Qos

Fxpenses (nearest $20,000)

(4, REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

Q Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

Q) Metliod B. Reporuing amounts under section 6033(b)(8)of the
Intemal Revenue Code

Q Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(¢) of the
Intemal Revenue Code

Signature,

Printed Naine and Title

L.D-2 (REV. G/9R)

PAGE 1 of _ O a

s,

MTC-00030031 0933



Registrant Name_ MCSlarrow Consulting cpen ngme Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codcs as necessary to reflect the general issuc arcas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as necded.

15. General issue area code CPI (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issucs

Competition in the software industry

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencics contacted Q Check if None

U.S. Senate

U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issuc arca

Name Covered Official Position (if spplicable) New
Alison H. McSlarrow Deputy Chief of Staff to Q
) “Senate Majority Leader ‘Trent LSttt o
Q
.................. -
a
a
- -
Q
19. Interes: of cach foreign cntity in the specific issucs listed on line 16 above @ Check if None
Signature . Date
Printed Name and Title____
Form I.0:2 (Rev.6:08) 2 5

Vage 7 __of

MTC-00030631 0934



Registrant Name McSlarrow Consulting Client Name Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codcs as necessary to reflect the gencral issue arcas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the clicnt during the reporting period. Using a scparate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code CSP (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issucs
S. 761, Millenium Digital Signature Commerce Act, all provisions

H.R. 1714, Electronic Signatures in Global and National Commerce
Act, all provisions

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q1 Check if None
U.S. Senate

U.S. House of Representatives

18. Namc of each individual who ucted as a lobbyist in this issuc arca

Nsme Covercd Official Pasition (if applicable) New
Alison H. McSlarrow Deputy Chief of Staff to a
Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott |
deeteeseereisis s s s enesasseesessssasessasestnshas s es e ressaesanE R RAe e e R R bbb bRt R bt D. .
Q
Q
Q
....... - 5
.................... -
19. Interest of cach forcign entity in the specific issues listcd on line 16 above &) Check if None
Signature ' Date

Printed Name and Title

tonn t.0-2 (Rev./N8)

rage 3 o1, 3

= " ]

MTC-00030631 0935




Registrant NameMcSlarrow Consulting CliemName_Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codcs as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code MM (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issucs

S. 2045, American Competitiveness in the 21st Century Act,
all provisions

H.R. 3983, Helping Improve Technology Education and Achievement
Act, all provisions

H.R. 4227, Technology Worker Temporary Relief act, all provisions

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencics contacted O Check if None

U.S. Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issuc arca

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Alison H. rflncfslarrow Deputy Chief of sStaff to Q
Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott |(Q
......................... =
................ =
Q
Q
Q
Q
19. Interest of cach forcign cntity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above &l Check if None
Signature ‘ Date

Printed Name and Title

4 5
Form 1.0)-2 (Rev 0/9R) —— O

MTC-00030631 0936



I

Registrant Name McSlarrow Consulting Client Name Microsoft Corporation

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Client ncw address

City State/Zip (or Country)

22. Ncw generat description of client’s bustacss or activitics

LOBBYIST UPDATE
23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client

ISSUE UPDATE

24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain
COM

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organtzation(s)

Name Address Principal Place of Business
(city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities

Name Address Principal place of husiness Amount of contribution | Ownership
- (city and state or country) for lobbying activities percentage in
client

28. Name of cach previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, gr. is affiliated with the registrant, client or
affiliated organization

signature. Mlio Y M A bae August 10, 2000

Printed Name and Title Alison H. McSlarrow, President

5

Puge |

5

Form LD-2 (Rev. 6/98)

i T ' ' -
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Clerk of the House of Representatives  Secretary of the Senate

Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

LOBBYING REPORT
Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page @

. Registrant Name

McSlarrow Consulting L.L.C.

2. Address D Check if different than previously reported

6551 Kristina Ursula Court, Falls Church, Virginia 22044

J. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

City: State/Zip (or Country)
4, Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) 5. Senate 1D #
Alison McSlarrow 703-658-0138 48703-12
7. ClientName (O Sel€ 6. Ho
Microsoft Corporation ( 34541002

e
TYPE OF REPORT 8. vYear_ 2000  Midyear (January 1-June 30) 0  OR  Year End (July 1-December 31) @

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report Q

10. Check if this is a Termination Report QO © Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity a

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12, Lobbying Firms 13. Organizatioans
INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was: period were:

$10,000 or more Qo5

$10,000 or more % $ 60,000
Income (nearest $20,000)

Expenses (nearest $20,000)
14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, accounting method. See instructions for description of options..

of all lobbying related income from the client (including all

payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying
activities on behalf of the client).

0O Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

Q Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(5)(8)of the
Internal Revenue Code

Q1 Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(¢) of the
Intemnal Revenue Code

Signature

Printed Name and Title

LD-2 (REV. 6/98) PAGElor _4

MTC-00030631 0939



Registrant Name McSlarrow Consulting Client Name Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code CFT {one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Competition in the software industry

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted (J Check if None
U.S. Senate

U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Pasition (if applicabie) New
Alison McSlarrow Deputy Chief of Staff to d
Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott Q
Q
Q
Q
Q
a
Q
19. Interest of cach foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above @ Check if None
Signature : Date February 2, 2001
Printed Name and Title Alison H. McSlarrow, President
Form LD-2 (Rev.6/98) Page_2_ o _4

MTC-00030031 0940



Registrant Name_1CSlarrow Consulting cen Name Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code _IMM (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues
S. 2045, American Competitiveness in the 21st Century Act, all provisions

H.R. 3983, Helping Improve Technology Education and Achievement
Act, all provisions

H.R. 4227, Technology Worker Temporary Relief Act, all provisions

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q) Check if None

U.S. Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Alison H. McSlarrow Deputy Chief of Staff to Q
Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott |(Q
Q
Q
a
Q
Q
Q
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None
Signature ' Date
Printed Name and Title
Form 1.D-2 (Rev.6/98) Page_3 of _ 4 _

MTC-00030031 0941



Registrant Name 1CS12rrow Consulting cyen Name Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code _ TEC (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Interoperability of instant messaging

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted (J Check if None

U.S. Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Alison H. McSlarrow Deputy Chief of Staff to a
Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott 0
Q
Qa
a
a
Q
Q
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above @ Check if None
signaure. M /aoe K[ TH /L — Date February 2, 2001

Printed Name and Tittle Alison H. McSlarrow, President

Form LD-2 (Rev.6/98) page _ 4 or 4

MTC-00030631 0942
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AUG 14200t

Clerk of the House of Representatives  Secretary of the Senate CERISLATIVE RTSNURLT AONTER
Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records

B-10§ Cannon Building 232 H'art Building Zg{][ ,‘;UC | 5 Pl" |2 58
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510

LOBBYING REPORT S

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page g

1. Registrant Name

McSlarrow Consulting L.L.C.

2. Address D Check if different than previously reported

6551 Kristina Ursula Court, Falls Church, Virginia 22044

3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

City: State/Zip (or Country)
4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optionai) S. Senmate ID #
Alison McSlarrow 703-658-0138 48703-12
7. ClientName (L} Seif 6. House ID# _
Microsoft Corporation 34541002

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Yesr_2%" _ Midyear (fanuary 1-June 30) @ OR  Year End (July 1-Decemmber 31) O

8. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report a

10. Check if this is a Termination Report O 2 Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity Q

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms 13. Organizations
INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was: period were:
LCSS than 510,000 . D - Less than ~SH),OOO O

$10,000 or more Qos

$10,000 ormore & = § 60,000

Income (nearest $20,000)

Expenses (nearest $20,000)
14, REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, accounting method. See instructions for description of options.
of all lobbying related income from the client (including all

payments to the registrant by any other eatity for lobbying
activities on behalf of the client).

) Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

QO Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)X8)of the
Internal Revenue Code

{1 Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Printed Name and Title

LD-2(REV. 6/98)

PAGE 1 of _§

MTC-00030631 0944



Registrant Name McSlarrow Consulting ... n.me Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code CPI (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Competition in the software industry

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted QJ Check if None

U.S. Senate

U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Alison McSlarrow Q

Qa
a
Q
Q
Q
Q
a

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above &) Check if None

Signature__. ' Date

Printed Name and Title

Form LD-2 (Rev.(/98) Page _2 of §

MTC-00030631 0945




Registrant Name MCSlarrow Consulting cjepsname Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code _ CFT (one per page) s

16. Specific lobbying issues

Software piracy, counterfeiting, and protection of intellectual
property rights

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
U.S. Senate

U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a labbyist in this issue area

Name Covered OfTicial Position (if applicable) New
Alison H. McSlarrow Q

Q
a
Q
Qa
Q
a
Q

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above Check if None

Signature V Date

Printed Name and Title

Form LD-2 (Rev.a/98) Page _3 of 5

MTC-00030631 0946



Registrant Name McSlarrow Consulting ClientName Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue arcas in which the registrant

engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code _ CSP {one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

Internet privacy

S. 803, E-government Act of 2001, all provisions

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted 0 Check if None
U.S. Senate

U.S. House of Representatives

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
Alison H. McSlarrow dJ

Q
a
Q
Q
a
Q
Q

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None

Signature . Date

Printed Name and Title

Form LD-2 (Rev.6/98) Page_4 or_ S5

MTC-00030631 0947



Registrant Name__ McSlarrow Consulting ClientName_Microsoft Corporation

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

TAX

15. General issue area code (one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issues

S. 512, Internet Tax Moratorium and Equity Act, all provisions

S. 589, A bill to make permanent the moratorium on the imposition of
taxes on the Internet, all provisions

S. 664, New Economy Tax Fairness Act, all provisions

S. 41, To amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to permanently
extend the research credit, all provisions

H.R. 1836, Economic Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2001,
research and development tax credit provisions

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q Check if None
U.S. Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a Jobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Pasition (if applicable) New
Alison H. McSlarrow =
Q
Q
Q
a
a
a
Q
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None
signamre. D brn ot e A — Date August 12, 2001

Printed Name and Title Alison H. McSlarrow, President

Form LD-2 {Rev.6/98) Page D of _D

MTC-000300631 0948



ATTACHMENT 37
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH
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Clerk of the House of Represenimives S-:p‘clary of thu Senate
Legistative Resauece Center Orfice of Public Revards | v
B8.106 Caanon Buiddiny 232 Han Botdding hnuniALy uf NATE
Wasaingron, CGC 20315 Washingion, DC 30510
T — T
= COAUG 1L PH 334

LOBBYING REPORT
Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 3) - All Filers Are Required To Complete This Page

I. Registcant Name

chroscft Corpcrat ion . )

dmee 4or 9 08 04 £ 10 rme sadass sa0er 00

v Address 3 Chevk if d.:f arent thar aceviously repomes

o2l Dupent Circle. MW, Sth Floor, Washiangton, DC 20036 ~

3. Pancipal Place of Basiress 4f diftzreas from line 2)

.___Cn« Regmond . SuwZigroe'iujmm WA 98053“”.“-_

4. Conéaet Narae . Yelephone E -rad 1opeionaht S. Senawe (D3
Jack Rrumholtz 202-263-53900 25204-12

I Ciieae Nome 3 Setf 6. Howuse O #

31174000

TYPE OF REPORT . Year 2000 Midyear {Janusey 1-June 30) ) ~ OR  Year Ead (July §-December

9. Check if this filimg amends 2 previously filed version of this report Q

10. Check if this is a Terminatioa Report ) o Termination Date I1. No Lobbying Activi
INCOME OR EXPENSES - Compete Either Line 12 OR Line 13
12. Lobbying F’rn:s 13. Organizations
INCOME celating 10 lobbying activities for this reporting EXPENSES relating 1o fobbying sctivities for this reporiing
period way; period were!
Less tan $10.000 2 Less than 510,000 C
S$10000ormore 8  $_3.340.000. -
SI0000ormore O3 = 5. ' . Exoenses (searest $20,000)
| S ; "
eame inzasesr $20.000 14. REPORTING METHOD, Check box w0 indicate srpent

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded 10 the rearest 320,060, | 3CCounting ‘““h"d- Seg iastrucuons tor dASCNPUOG of aption

of ail lobbyiay related income from the client (including all

payments to the registrant by any other enity for fobbying Q3 Method 4. R‘P°’ ing anyouats usiag LDA deliniions ool
activities on behalr of the Slient). a Method B. Reporuny amounts uager section 6033(bX8)e
- Interaal Revenoe Code

@ Method €. Reporting amounts under section 162(¢) of th
" loternal Reverue Cods

N /!

Printed chuMdt Jack unholts, Director of Fede:al Goverament Affairs,

Ammmons mde v  ~. PPN -

MTC-00030631 0950



Regisirane varoe M1CLOSOEL Corparating Client Name_Sels

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sciect as many codes s necessary (o reflect the genaral jssue areas in whick the registe
engaged in lobbying oft behaif of the client during the reporting period. Usmg a separate page for each code, grov

information 3s requested. Actack additional page(s) as aseded.

t3. General issue ares code _...1_)'_9{__'_ {one per page)

[6. Specific labbying issues
H.R. 3983, Helping to Improvc Technology Education and Achievement

Act of 2000
H.R. 4227, TBchnology Worker Temporary Relxef Act
$S. 2045, American Competitiveness in the Twenty-fzrsb Century Act of

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacred 0 Check if None
_Senate : : ‘
House of Representatives
Pepartment pf Commerce

National Eccnomic Council

Office of the President

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Namme " Covered Official Position {if spplicable)
Jack Rrumholtz
Exric Koenig
% Knott Chief of Stafs
erry Kno : House Maliqrity Leader Richard Acom
Rent Knutson f
- Deputy Asst. S8E. ¥0F IAtErgovernaer
Tom Jurkovich | Affaigsp US Dept. of COmmerce
- John Sampson : .o ) :
Associate Director, Senate Democrat
James Houton Steering! and.Coordination Committee
Ira Rubinstein : :
Julie XInman
wImw&mMM@mwwkmﬁmmwmmmmwMW; OGmHNMe

(\/ﬂL / QMJ&/ 2 Vi / 2o

mhoxtz, Director ©f Federal Governdgnt Affatrsr
Associate General Counsel

Privced Nase 2nd Tﬁe Jack

MTC-00030031 0951



c i ' .
Registran Nam__.’i’z—c—mp-?-t—gﬁmm Clicnt Name_Sal €

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Sclect as many codes as necessasy (Q reﬂcc- the general issue areas in which the registr
engaged in lobbying a8 behalf of the client during thz regoing peried. Lsma a separate page for ¢ach code, arov
MmmmmumWWdAMﬂwwmmWWMummm i

15, General issue area code _.C.E:L..__ {are per page)

16. Sperific labbying issues
H.R. 354, Collections of Infermation Antxpxracy Act
H.R. 46%80, Departments of Commerce, Justice and State, the Judiciary,
and Related Agencies Appropuatmns Act, 2001, relating to
copyrlght and patent issues
House Amendment 889 to H.R. 4690, Amendment to increase funding for
US Patent and Trademark offices

Seftware Piracy, Counterfeiting and Copyright Protecticn

17. House(s) of Congress gnd Federa| agencies cantacted O Check if None

Senatc )
House of Representatives 'National Bconomic Council

Office of the Vice President
Department of Commefce

Department of State

.United States Trade Representative
cDepartmentodfiiusicee

18. Name of esch individual who acted as a lotbyist in this issue arsa

o i Covered Officiat Pasition (if appticable)

Jack Krunmholtz

Tric Reenig : |
Chief of Statf
Kerry Knott ' House Majority leader RichRard Arm

Kenft Knutson

Deputy Asst. 4&&.Far It ergovernmer

Tom Jurkovich Affairs, US Dept. of Commerce . .
—John Sampson ot m o e .- L
Associate Directar, Senate Pemocrat
James Kouton -Skeering.and Cogrdina tion Cqmm fttee
g - )
19. [neerest of eich foreign entity in the specitic issues listed on line 16 above | [ Check if None

ik /64«»4(/ 54’2 Y I

/s Tale Jack rumhoitz, Director of Fedearal Governnent
Associate General Counsel -

1°na(urc
f£faics,

Printed Na

MTC-00030631 0952



Rezistrane Name MICTOSOLL COXporation Cliem Name_Sale

LOBBYING ACT IVITY_- Select as many codes as necessary (o rafleat the general issue areas in which the cegisee
engaged in logbying on behalf of the cliznt Quring the ceporting pericd. Using a separate page for each cade, prov
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needad.

TEC
B e

15. General issu¢ rea code (ona per page

1&. Spesific lobbying 155ULS
H.R. 1685, Internet Growth and Development Act of 1999
H.R. 1686, -Internet Freedom Act .

Interoperability of Instant Messaging ) .
Encouraging deyelopment and roll cut of broadband technologies

- .

17. House(s) of Congress & Federal agencies contadted 0] Check if Nene

Senate
Housd: ‘of Representatives

Department ©f Commerce
Federal CommunicationzsConmi8sion

(3. Name of 2ach individuzt who acred as 2 labbyist ia this issue azea

Name . Covenzd Official Positian (if spgileabic}

Jack Krumholtz

Eric Koanig

Chief of Staff
Rerry Kaott House Ma{ority Leader Richard Arm

eePLivenIs.

Kent Knutson

P —

B Beputy S ST SEe T ESE TRt ST GOVErnner
Tom Jurkovich Affairs, US-De.p_t. of Commerce

Jehn Sampson

con Associate Directoar, Senate Democrat
James Heouto Steering’and Coordination Committee

S b o4

Marc Berejka

19, lteress of vach forcign emity in the specilic issues fisied on line 16 above QO Check if None

- Q/M //m\é// ) vl {ﬁ;cm)-

Printed Name and Titte_J3SK Kglmhoi.tz. Director of Federal Governmént affairs,
Asscociate General Counsel

MTC-00030631 0953



Filing Images rage < ol

Regisirant vame Microsoff Caorporatign Cliem Name_Self

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary ¢o raflect the general issue areas in which the registe
engaged in lobbying on bebalf of the citens Guring the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code. pros

information 3s requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed. !

15. General jssue areacode _ TAX ' (one ger page)

16, Specific fobbying issues
H.R. 3709, Internet Nondiscrimination AGL |
H.R., 4267, iInternet Tax Reform and Reduction Act of 2000
H.R. 4460, Internet T3x Simplification Act of 2000
H.R. 4462, Interstate Sales and Use Tix Compact of 2000
§. 2401, New Economy Tax Simplification Act (NETSRA)
§. 2775, Internet Tax Moratorium and Equity Act

5. 161t, To Amend the Internet Tax Freedom Act )
3, 2323: H.R. 4108:; H.R, 4182, Worker Economic Opportunity Attt

17, House(s) of Cangress and Federal agencies cantacted Q) Chesk if None

. Senate .
House &f Representatives
Department of Treasury
Joint Committee on Taxation

. i
18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this ssue arsa

Name " Coweren Official Pasition (if appliesbled

i
Jack Rrumholtz ,
Eric Kaweaig - ;

Chief of Siaff )

Kerry Knort House Majority Leades Richard Arm
Kent EKnutson '
N Deputy Asst. Jec. Lot TREeTgovernme:

Arfairs, US Dept. of Commerce

Tom Jurkoevich

- John Sampsan .
Associate Director, Senate Democra!

|_steering. and Goordination Committes

James Houton |

19. Tnterest of each foreign entity in the specitic isswes listed on line 6above (3 Check if None

YN

' L'
Jack A&umhoxtz, Director of Federal Govemn‘{ent /Affalr:s.
Associate General Counsael

Primted Name and Tide

http://sopr.senate.gov/cgi-win/opr_gifviewer.exe?

MTC-00030631 0954



Filing Images Page 2 of 3

Microsoft Corporation

General lIssue Area: TAX

Foreign Sales Corporation Dispute Pending at WTO
Name of each individaal who acted as a labbyist in this issue are

Marc Berejka
Julie Inman
Bill Sample

http://sopr.senate.gov/cgi-win/opr_gifviewer.exe?

MTC-00030631 0955



Page 2 of 3

Filing Images
T Regisiant Naroe MLCEQSOLE Corporation Client Name _Salf

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select 2s many cades as necessary to reflect the general issue arsas in which the regisr
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting periad. Using a separate page for each code, prov
information as requested. Altach additional page(s) as needed, ;

|S. General issue areacode __TBD  °  (one per page)

16, Specilic iobbying issues :
H.R. 4444, US-CHina Relations Act of 2000 {PNTR}

S. 2645, China Nonproliferation ACL
S. 2277, A bill to terminate the applications of Title IV of the Trad
Act of 1974 with respect to the People's Regpublic of China

World Trade Organization (a} Agreement on Trade-Related Intellectual
Property Rights (TRIPS):; (b) Post Seattle WTO MinisteErial met
and related e-commerce and trade issues

Foreign Sales Corporation Dispute Pending at WTQ

17. House(s) of Congress and Faderal agencies coatacted : Q dhxk if Nona

Senate

‘House of Répresentatives
US Trade Represendatives
Department of S¥ate
Pepartment. of Commerce
National Ecanomic Council

18. Name of each individual who acted as 3 lebbyist in this issue area

Name Covens Officiat Positian tif asplicable)

Jack Krumholtz

Er{¢ Koenig

Chief of Staff
Herry Knaott House Majorjty lLeades Richaxd.Azm

Kent Knutson

Deputy ASst.~8ec. FTor L[Atergovernmer
Tom Jurkovich Affairs, US Dept. of Commerce

. . John Sampson

Associate Director, Senate Democrat

James Houton . Steering._and Coordination .Committae
Julie Inman , )

BiliSSample :
19. Fnterest of wach fareign eatity in the speciﬁc issues listed om Fine t6 3bove (3 Check if None

Signoure W /] ﬁ»n« 41/ VS ¥ /}/ B

,dc Jack ngmhcu.z, Director of Federal GovernmJnt Affaus,
v Associate Gencral Counsel -
4

Printed Name an

http://sopr.senate.gov/cgi-win/opr_gifviewer.exe?

MTC-00030631 0956



Filing Images Page 2 0t 3

Regisirant Maewe_ M1CrOsQf L Corparatign Clicat Name__Se1 F

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary (o seflect the 2enerad issue areas in which the regists:
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Lsmg 2 separate page for each code, prov
information as requested. Anach addmonai page(s) as neaded. :

iS. Guperal issue areacode CPI {one per page)

16. Specific lobbying issucs

S. 2448, Internet Integrity and Critical Infrastructure Protection
Act of 2000 .

Competition in the Softwvare Industry

Promoting Protection of Critical Infrastructures

17. Housz(s) of Congress anc Federai agencies contacted Q Check if Nona

. SBnate )
Hodse of Representatives
Pepartment of Justice |
National Security Agency .
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Department of Commerce,
Departmeant of Defense ,

18. Name of each individual who acted as g lobbyist in this issue areg
At , Covered Qfficial Pogicion (if 3cpiissic)

Jack Rrumholtz

Erie Koenig

Chief of Stagf
Kerr ott . . , .
Yy Kn _ House Majority Leader Richard Arms

Eent Knutson .

i ch Deputy Asst. Se€c. for Ilntergovernmer
Tom Jurkovic Affairs, US Dept. of Commerce

John Sampson . x
J Houton Associate Director, Senate Democrat
SRR ' Steering and Coordination Committee

19, Interest of each forsign entity in the specific issues fisted on fine S above  {J Check if None

L M/M/u/ 3 . F//[ /sz

PﬂntchamcandTl"e Jack I‘Qumholtz. Pirector of Federal Govemn{ent Affaus.
Associate General Counsel

http://sopr.senate.gov/cgi-win/opr_gifviewer.exe?

MTC-00030631 0957



Filing Images Lagy vt

Mierosoft Corporation
General Issue Area: CcPIL

Name of each individual who acted as a iobbyisb in this issue are:

Marc Berejka :
Bill Guidera !
Ira Rubinstein :
Mike Egan

John KRelly
Ed Tobin

Page 3 pf 12

http://sopr.senate.gov/cgi-win/opr_gifviewer.exe?

- - . . . - o

MTC-000300631 0958



tiling images rage < vt o

Registrant ame, MICT i ClicnzNamc__ngs

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many cades as necessary (o rer‘icc‘ the general issue areas i which the registr
engaged in lobbying on behaif of the elient during the reporting pericd. Usmg a separate page for each code, prov
infopmation 15 equested. Atach additional pagets) as needed.

15, General issue area cede _Qﬁ.E_.__ (one per page)

16. Sgeciﬁciobbyingissues '
H.R. 1714, Electronic Signatures in Glebal and National Coumerce Act
S. 76}, Millennium Digital Commerce Act (Digital Signatures)
S. 2063, Secure Online Communication Enforcement Act of 2000¢
S. B854, Electronic Rights for the 21st:iCentury Act
S. 2448, Internet Integrity and Critical Infrastructures Protection
Act of 20040
S. 2606, Consumer Privacy Protectlon Aft
B.R. 4049, Privacy Commission Act :
H.R. 1685, Internet Growth and Development Act
(7. Housafs) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q) Check if None
.Senate* . :
Houge of Representatives i
White House
pepartrent of Commerce
Federal Commupnlications Commiasion
Fedesral Trade Commission
Department of State

18. Name of each mdividual who acted as a Jobbyist in this issue area

Cavered Officia! Pasttion 13 sppficablel

Jack Krumholtz

Eric Koenig

Chief &f Staff

Kerry Knott ' ..Bouse Majority leader Richard Arm

Rent fnutson

. Deputy ASSEC. Sec. ot Thtergovernmar
Tom Jurkovich Affairs, US.Dept. of Commerce

. John Sampson - G
Associate Director, Senate Demacrat

James Houton . Stearing.and Coordination -Committes
19. Interest of each forcign entity in the Spaiﬁc tssuxs fisted an {ine 16 above Q Check if None

oo (it /@J/@ 7/ Lo

Jack umhol.tz. Director of Federal Government Affairsr
Associate General Counsel

Printed Name and Title

http://sopr.senate.gov/cgi-win/opr_gifviewer.exe?

MTC-00030631 0959



Filing Images rage £ 01>

Microsoft Corporation 1
Gé¢neral Issue Araa: CSP

Specific lobbying issues

International Online Consumer Protection, Privacy and
Jurisdictional lssues

Name of each individual who acted as 2 lobbyist in this issue are

Marc Berejka !
Bill Guidera

page 11 of 1

http://sopr.senate.gov/cgi-win/opr_gifviewer.exe?

MTC-000300631 0960



riing images ragc <«ui o

+  Registrant Name_Microsoft COrporatjon Client Name_Salf

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as neczssary o reflact the general issue areas in which the registe
engaged in lohbying o0 behaff of the cltent during the reporting pericd. Lsmg a separate page fot each code, prov
information as mqutstcd Awtach additionat page(s) as needad.

[5. General jssue area code ....._..“:'.13_13...‘...~ {one per page)

16. Spesific lobbying issues :

H.R., 3462, Wealth through the Workplace Act of 1999
H.R. T102, Comprehensive Retirement Security and Pension Reform Aci

17, Rouse(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted Q Check if None

Senate
House o©of Representatives

Pepartment of Labor

£8. Name of each individual who acred as 3 lobbyist in this issue acea

Nom - Cowered Officiat Position 6f pphicadie)

Jack Krumheltz

Eric Koenig

Chief Of Stage
.K . 9
Hexry Knott - House Mafority leades RicRard Arm

Kant Rnutson

; Deputy AsSst. $&¢. For [Rtergovernmer
Jom Jurkovich ' Affairs, US Dept. of Commerce

John Sampson '

. Houton Associate Director, Senate Democrat
ames Hou Steexing' and Coordination Committes

Julie Inman
Bill Sample

[9. Interesc of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line (6 above - () Check if None

- \\/Mé,/ | ot Y] Vil ngj

Jack K hoitz, Director of Federal Governmélnt fﬁlrsr
Associate General Counsel

Printed Name and T'dc

te

http://sopr.senate.gov/cgi-win/opr_gifviewer.exe?
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|

i -
ECRETARY OF THE SENATE
CLERK OF THEHOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
|
LOBBYING REPORT 31355017
Lobbying Disclosure Act (Section 5) = -
i x Ve A
&g 9 5
For Official Use 2n ;
9 <2 3|3
1. Year 1997 i e ==
523 =%
2. Report Type (check all that apply) Midyear (January 1-June 30) [] Year End (July [-December 31) Bgii o :;"':7
Amended report ] Termination report [] fif = ! ;§ :
! No activity (registration to remain in effect) [ ] FE o~ M !
5 o O
s U" N .
PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP [

REGISTRANT

Contact Rosanne Phillips

3. Name of Registrant
4. Telephone number and contact name

(202) 628-1700
CLIENT Lobbying firms file separate reports for each client. An organization employing in-house lobbyists indicates "Self."
MICROSOFT CORPORATION

5. Name of Cli,ent
INCOME OR EXPENSES Answer line 6 or line 7 as applicable.
|
6. LOBBYING FIRMS Income from the client during the reporting period, other than income unrelated to lobbying activities, was

$10,000 ormore [X]

Less than $10,000 [

|
If $10,000 or more, provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, of all income from the client during this
reporting period. Include any payments by any other entity for lobbying activities on behaif of the client. Exclude income

unrelated to jlobbying activities
Total for year (if Year End report) $ 380,000.00

I
7. ORGANIZAHONS EMPLOYING IN-HOUSE LOBBYISTS. Expenses incurred in connection with lobbying activities during the reporting

period were:|
|Less than $10,000 (] $10,000 ormore [
If $10,000 or more, provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $20,000, of the total amount of all lobbying expenses

1
incurred by the rtgis&ant and its employees during this reporting period
Total for year (if Year End report} $

‘Expenses$
! Optional Expense Reporting Methods

A. Registrants tha.t report lobbying expenses under section 6033(b)(8) of the Internal Revenue Code may provide a good faith

estimate of the applicable amounts that would be required to be disclosed under section 6033(b)(8) for the semiannual reporting

period, and may consider as lobbying activities only those defined under section 4911(d) of the Internal Revenue Code. If

selecting this method, check box and (i) enter estimated amounts on the "Expenses” line above; or (ii) attach a copy of the IRS

Form 990 tha:.t includes this reporting period. []
Registrants st'lbjcct to section 162(e) of the Internal Revenue Code may make a good faith estimate of all applicable amounts that
would not be; deductible under section 162(e) for the semiannual reporting period, and may consider as lobbying activities only
those activities the costs of which are not deductible pursuant to section 162(e). If selecting this method, check box and enter

estimated am;ounts on the "Expenses" line above. []
Page 1

|
FormLD-2(1/96);
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Registrant Name  PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELASMEEDSLIP

Client Name MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ISSUES. On tine 8 below, enter the code for one general lobbying issue area in which the registrant engaged in
lobbying activities for the client during this reporting period (select applicable code from list in the instructions and on the reverse
side of Form LD-2, page 1). For that general issue area only, complete lines 9 through 12. If the registrant engaged in lobbying
activities for the client in more that one general issue area, use one Lobbying Report Addendum page for each additional general issue
area.

8. General lobbying issue area code (enter one) CPI

9. Specific lobbying issues (include bill numbers and specific executive branch actions)
Bills:
H.R.695; Security and Freedom Through Encryption (SAFE) Act;
$.377; Promotion of Commerce On-Line in the Digital Era (Pro-CODE) Act of 1997;
S.909; Secure Public Networks Act;

Congressional Issues: Competition in the Software Market.

10. Houses of Congress and Federal agencies contacted
House of Representatives
Senate

11. Name and title of each employee who acted as a lobbyist
HEIMAN, BRUCE - ATTORNEY
BRANDT, WERNER - GOVT. AFFAIRS COUNSELOR
CARLSON, AMY - ATTORNEY
STEPHENS, DENNIS - GOVT. AFFAIRS ANALYST
GARVIE, PAMELA - ATTORNEY
MOSHER, SOL - SR. ADV. FOR FED. AFFAIRS
BERGER, AMY - Attorney

12. For registrants identifying foreign entities in the Lobbying Registration (Form LD-1, line 12) or any updates: Interest of each
such foreign entity in the specific lobbying issues listed on line 9 above
‘ﬁNONEtﬁ -

\

This report includes 009 uppag X ,
A .
Signature u ¢ ] !' Date 2/17/98

L

Printed Name and Title TIM PECKINPAUGH - ATTORNEY

Form LD-2 (1/96) Page 2
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Nu v r

Craes AT REEE

RS LRV

TRCE CENTER

Clerk of the House of Representatives  Secretary of the Senate g5 AUS 1L PH 3¢ 33
Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records i w tuE 1 TOE
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building ; : Vi3
Washington, DC 20515 - Washington, DC 20510
Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section S) - All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page { /
1. Registrant Name
PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP
2. Address . [J Check if different than previously reported
1735 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W, WASHINGTON
SUITE 500 DC 200606-5209
3. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)
City State/Zip (or Country)
4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) S.Senate ID #
ROSANNE PHILLIPS 202-628-1700
7. ClientName {J Self / ouse ID #
MICROSOFT CORPORATION 31355019

TYPE OF REPORT 5. Year 1998
9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report (3

Midyear (January 1-June 30) ™ OR

10. Check if this is a Termination Report (1 >> Termination Date

Year End (July 1-December 31) O

11. No Lobbying Activity(]

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 O

$360,000.00

$10,000 ormore X >> S

Income (ncarest $20,000)

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20,000 of all lobbying related income from the client
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 (O

$10,000 ormore [ >>$

Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

{0 Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only
O Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of

the Internal Revenue Code
{0 Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code
Signature Date _5/14/98
Printed Name and Title EMANUEL ROUVELAS - ATTORNEY Page 1
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP
Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
nformation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15,
16.

17.

18.

General issuc areacode CPI (one per page)

Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.695, Security and Freedom Through Encryption (SAFE) Act, all sections

$.2067, Encryption Protects the Rights of Individuals from Violation and Abuse in Cyberspace (E-PRIVACY) Act, all

sections

S.376, Encrypted Communications Privacy Act of 1997, all sections

S.377, Promotion of Commerce On-Line in the Digital Era (Pro-CODE) Act of 1997, all sections
S.909, Secure Public Networks Act, all sections

Senate Judiciary Committee Hearings on Competition in the Software Market.

House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives

OSTP NSC USTR DOJ FBI NEC DOC CIA OMB NSA

Senate

Vice President

White House

Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable)

New

O'NEIL, MICHAEL Gen. Counsel, CIA -Chief of Staff-CIA

No

SLOMOWITZ, ALAN Adm. Asst. -Rep. Robert Borski

Yes

WALKER, FRANKLIN

Yes

MILDER, BENJAMIN Leg. Corres. - Sen. Hatfield

Yes

HEIMAN, BRUCE

BRANDT, WERNER

No

CARLSON, AMY

No

19.

Signature Date

Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

8/14/98

Printed Name and Title EMANUEL ROUVELAS - ATTORNEY

Page 2
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP
Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

Item Description Data

18a Lobbyist Name STEPHENS, DENNIS

18b Covered Officisl Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name MOSHER, SOL

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name BERGER, AMY

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name ABRAMOFF, JACK

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name MASHBURN, JOHN

18b Covered Officixl Position LEG. DIR. SEN. JOHN ASHCROFT
18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name PIZZELLA, PATRICK

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name PECKINPAUGH, TIM

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name JARRELL, WILLIAM

18b Covered Official Position Deputy Chief of Staff - Rep. Tom DeLay
18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name ROUVELAS, EMANUEL

18b Covered Officlal Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

Page 3
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissucarcacode CPT  (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R. 2281, WIPO Copyright Treaties Implementation Act, all provisions
S.2037, Digital Millennium Copyright Act of 1998, all provisions

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
WALKER, FRANKLIN Yes
MILDER, BENJAMIN Leg. Corres. - Sen. Hatfield Yes
HEIMAN, BRUCE No
MASHBURN, JOHN LEG. DIR. SEN. JOHN ASHCROFT No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
CARLSON, AMY No
ROUVELAS, EMANUEL No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Signature Date _8/14/98

Printed Name and Title EMANUEL ROUVELAS - ATTORNEY

Page 4
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP
Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

Item Description Data

18a Lobbyist Name BRANDT, WERNER

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name STEPHENS, DENNIS

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

132 Lobbyist Name JARRELL, WILLIAM

18b Cavered Official Position Deputy Chief of Staff - Rep. Tom DeLay
18¢ New Lobbyist No

Page §
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissue areacode IMM (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.3736, Workforce Improvement and Protection Act of 1998, all provisions relating to the H1-B visa program.
S.1723, American Competitiveness Act, all provisions relating to the H1-B visa program.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted 0O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

HEIMAN, BRUCE No
CARLSON, AMY No
BRANDT, WERNER No
ROUVELAS, EMANUEL No
O'NEIL, MICHAEL Gen. Counsel, CIA -Chief of Staff-CIA Yes
STEPHENS, DENNIS No
JARRELL, WILLIAM Deputy Chief of Staff - Rep. Tom DeLay No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Signature Date _8/14/98
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Registrant Name:

PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

Item  Description Data

18a Lobbyist Name MASHBURN, JOHN

18b Covered Official Position LEG. DIR SEN. JOHN ASHCROFT
18¢ New Lobbyist No

182 Lobbylst Name SLOMOWITZ, ALAN

18b Covered Officisl Position Adm. Asst, -Rep. Robert Borski
18¢ New Lobbyist Yes

18a Lobbyist Name PECKINPAUGH, TIM

18b Covered Official Position

18¢c New Lobbyist Yes

18a Lobbyist Name PIZZELLA, PATRICK

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

182 Lobbyist Name WALKER, FRANKLIN

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name MILDER, BENJAMIN

18b Covered Official Position Leg. Corres. - Sen. Hatfield

18¢ New Lobbyist Yes

Page 7
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissucareacode TAX  (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.1054, Internet Tax Freedom Act, all provisions
H.R.4105, Internet Tax Freedom Act, all provisions
S.442, Internet Tax Freedom Act, all provisions

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

O Check if None

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

MASHBURN, JOHN LEG. DIR. SEN. JOHN ASHCROFT No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
WALKER, FRANKLIN Yes
BRANDT, WERNER No
CARLSON, AMY No
STEPHENS, DENNIS No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above @ Check if None

Signature Date _8/14/98
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issuc areas in which the registrant
eagaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissue areacode TEC

16. Specific Lobbying issues

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted

House of Representatives
Senate

(one per page)

O Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

BRANDT, WERNER No
CARLSON, AMY No
HEIMAN, BRUCE No
STEPHENS, DENNIS No
JARRELL, WILLIAM Deputy Chief of Staff - Rep. Tom DeLay No
MASHBURN, JOHN LEG. DIR. SEN. JOHN ASHCROFT No
SLOMOWITZ, ALAN Adm. Asst. -Rep. Robert Borski Yes

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None

Signature Date _3/14/98

Printed Name and Title EMANUEL ROUVELAS - ATTORNEY

Page 10
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

Item Description Data

182 Lobbyist Name PIZZELLA, PATRICK

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name PECKINPAUGH, TIM

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name ROUVELAS, EMANUEL

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name BERGER, AMY

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name WALKER, FRANKLIN

18b Covered Official Position

18¢ New Lobbyist No

18a Lobbyist Name MILDER, BENJAMIN

18b Covered Official Position Leg. Corres. - Sen. Hatfield

18¢ New Lobbyist Yes

16 Lobbying Issues Carriage of the Transmission of Digital Television Broadcast Stations, FCC Dkt,
98-120
Access to Telecommunications Services and Equipment for Persons with
Disabilities, FCC Dkt 96-198

Page 11
L -
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.
20. Clicat new address

21.  Client new principal place of business (if different from line 20)
City State/Zip (or Country)

22. New general description of client's business or activities

LOBBYIST UPDATE

23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client
MEEDS, LLOYD

ISSUE UPDATE
24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

SC1

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Principal Place of Business
Name Address (city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities

Principal Place of Business Amount of contribution | Ownership %

Name Address (city and state or country) for Jobbying activities in client

© 28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the registrant, client,
or affiliated organization

Signature M‘”“%{/ Date _3/14/98

Printed Name and Title EMANUEL ROUVELAS - ATTORNEY Page 13 of 13
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RECEIVFD

e r CENIER

LIGISLATI e bovsinifn Lol ls
Secrctary of the Senate 00 FEB th Y 3 23
OfTice of Public Records
PRy

232 Har Bulldmg AR HISEa Liaw
Washington, DC 20510 QG LLUSE Ul Png at NEATIVED

T

Clerk of the Housc of Represcntatives
Legislative Resource Center

B3-106 Cannon Building

Washington, DC 20515

LOBBYING REPORT

L.obbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 3) - All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page

I. Registrant Name
PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

2. Registrant Address {1 Check if different than previously reportcd
Address 1735 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W,

| Ciy WASHINGTON v State/Zip (or Country)

SUITE 500
DC 20006-5209

3. DPrincipal Place of Business (if difTerent from linc 2)

City State/Z.ip (or Country)
4. Contact Name Telephone H-mail (optional} S. Scnatc 1D #
ROSANNE PHILLIPS 202-628-1700 32098-366
7. Client Name [] Self 6. Houge ID ﬂ-\
MICROSOFT CORPORATION ( 31355019 h
A S

TYPE OF REPORT s. vear 1999 Midyear (January 1-June 30) LI OR

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report (]

10. Check if this is a Termination Report {J >> Termination Date

Year End (July 1-December 31) M

11. No Lobbying Activity(

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activitics for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 (O

$200,000100
Income (ncarcst $20,000)

$10,000 ormore 8% >>§

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the ncarest
$20,000 of all lobbying related income from the client
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client).

Y

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activitics for this rcporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 (O

$10,0000ormore  [] >>$  _.

Expenses (ncan;st $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expcnse
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

([ Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

{3 Method B. Reporting amounts under scction 6033(b)(8) of
the Internal Revenue Code

) Mecthod C. Reporting amounts under scction 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature . .

Date _02/14/2000

Printed Name and Title JONATH AN BLANK - PARTNER

Pagc 1 of 9
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the clicnt during the reporting period. Using a separate page for cach code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as nceded.

15. General issucarcacode CPl__ (one per page)

16.  Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.3194, Consolidatecd Omnibus Appropriations Act, relatig to patend and copyright issues.
H.R.775, Year 2000 Readiness & Responsibility Act,
H.R.850, Sccurity And Freedom through Encryption (SAFE) Act,
S.314, Small Busincss Year 2000 Readiness Act,
S.6998, Y2K Act,
S.798, Promote Reliable On-Line Transactions to Encourage Commecrce and Trade (PROTECT) Act of 1999,
competition in software industry

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted [J Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate
White House

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicablc) New
____BERGER, AMY — — e e Yes
BRANDT, WERNER o IR | No__
FUNDERBURK, DAVID CONGRESSMAN S Yes
PIZZELLA, PATRICK —— No
ROUVELAS, EMANUEL B o o No
VAP_E_N_TINE, STEVEN _ . Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob ?.",‘.“b....._ N e !c.g
WALKER, FRANKLIN I e | No_
19. Intercst of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above pd Check if None
Signature . . @\ AL L L ‘o (- . iemee— Date 02/14/2000 -
Printed Name and Title JONATHAN BLANK - PARTNER Page 2 of 9
]
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a scparate page for each codce, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code CPT __ (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.1761, Copyright Damages Improvement Act of 1999,
H.R.1858, Consumer and Inventors Access to Information Act of 1999,
H.R.1907, American Inventors Protection Act of 1999, (engrossed).
H.R.2654, American Inventors Protection Act of 1999,
H.R.354, Collcction of Information Antipiracy Act,
S.1257, Digital Theft Deterrence and Copyright Damages Improvement Act of 1999,
Software piracy and countcerfiting.
17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
Housc of Representatives
Senate
18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issuc area
Name Coverced OfTicial Position (if applicable) New
BRANDT, WERNER .| No
HEIMAN, BRUCE —— No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK e L No
.. ROUVELAS, EMANUEL e No_..
WALKER, FRANKLIN L ol _ No
19. Interest df each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on linc 16 above M Check if Nonc
Signature Date  02/14/2000
Printed Name and Title JONATHAN BLANK - PARTNER Pagc 3 of 9
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Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a scparate page for cach code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.
15. General issue areacode CSP____ (one per page)

16. Specific .obbying issues
H.R.1714, Electronic Signatures in Global and National Commerce Act,
§.761, Third Millennium Digital Commerce Act,
S.809, Onlinc Privacy Protection Act of 1999,

17. Housc(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted {3 Check if None
House of Representatives
Scnate

18. Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
____ BRANDT, WERNER B o No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK ) _ o No
_.. WALKER, FRANKLIN : : e} No
19. Intcrest of each foreign entity in the specific issucs listed on line 16 above M Check if None

.~ Date 02/14/2000

Signature ...

Printed Name and Title JONATHAN BLANK - PARTNER ; Page 4 of 9
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT: CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codcs as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engagcd in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separatc page for each code, provide

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.
15. General issue areacode IMM ___ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.2687, Bringing Resources of Academia to Industry Act,
H.R.2968, S.1440, New Workers for Economic Growth Act,
S.1645, Helping Improved Technology Education (HITECH),
S.180, 21st Century Technology Resources and Commercial Leadership Act,

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted €3 Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official osition (if applicable) New
v '_BRANDT, WEBNER ‘ ) _ o ) No |
. HEIMAN, BRUCE - , ..oy No
PIZZELLA,PATRICK o ) o ~No
ROUVELAS, EMANUEL _ ) o o ) ‘No
i WALKER, FRANKLIN o N o _ ) ) {_No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on linc 16 above i Check if None

Signature . . / _ é - o Date _02/14/2000

Printed Naméand Titte JONATHAN BLANK - PARTNER S . . Page 5 of 9

MTC-00030631 0982



Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORAT[ON

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the gencral issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting pcriod. Using a scparate page for cach code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code JTAX (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.2488, S5.1429, Taxpayer Rcfund Act of 1999,
H.R.3194, Consolidatcd Omnibus Appropriations Act,
H.R.835, To amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the research credit and to adjust the
alternative incremental credit rates,
S.542, New Millennium Classrooms Act,
$.680, To amend the Intcrnal Revenuc Code of 1986 to permanently extend the rescarch credit, and for other purposes,

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted {71 Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue arca

Name Covercd Official Position (if applicable) New
BRANDT, WERNER o ) ‘ N _ 'fgg_ﬂ
HEIMAN, BRUCE o ' . ‘ . Yes |
_ PIZZELLA, PATRICK | ) ) ] i _|_No
WALKER, FRANKLIN o o ‘ ) N ‘ ) No
- -
—_— = - =1
19. Intercst of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Date _02/14/2000

Signature . .

JONATHAN BLANK - PARTNER

Printed Name and Title - . _ Page 6 of 9

MTC-000300631 0983



Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDSLLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behaif of the client during the reporting period. Using a scparate page for cach code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code JTEC___ (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues

H.R.1554, Sateilite Copyright Competition Protection Act of 1999,

H.R.1685, Internct Growth and Development Act of 1999,

H.R.1686, Internet Freedom Act,

H.R.2420, Internet Freedom and Broadband Developinent Act of 1999,

S.877, Broadband Intcrnet Regulatory Relief Act,
17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted C1 Check if None

House of Representatives

Scnate
18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered OfTicial Position (if applicable) r_ New
____BRANDT, WERNER i 1 _Ne |
_ HEIMAN, BRUCE L | No
____ PIZZELLA, PATRICK L _ No
____ ROUVELAS, EMANUEL - | No

__ WALKER, FRANKLIN L 1 Ne_

19. Interest of cach foreign entity in the specific issues listcd on linc 16 above ¥ Check if None
Signature _. - ~— Date 02/ 1_1/3900 —_— e ——
Printed Name and Title JONATHAN BLANK - PARTNER Pagc 7 of 9

MTC-00030631 0984




Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as nceded.

15. General issue arcacode TRD _  (onc per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
Normal Trade Relations with China WTO provisions of The Agreement on Trade-Related 1PR (TRIPs)
Scattle WTO Ministerial Meeting (1999) and related issues.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted {1 Check if None
House of Representatives
Scnate

18. Naine of cach individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
BRANDT, WERNER ) - | | No
___ HEIMAN, BRUCE . fYes

PIZZELLA, PATRICK _ . _ — o Yes
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issucs listed on line 16 above M Check if None

Date _ 02/14/2000 o L

Signature

——

JONATHAN BLANK - PARTNER

Printed Name and Title —_ Pagc 8 of 9

MTC-00030631 0985




Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Clicnt ncw address

’ 21, Client ncwﬂprincipal place of business (if diffcrent from line 26)

City State/Z.ip {(or Country)

22, New general description of client’s busincss or activitics

LOBBYIST UPDATE
23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client
JARRELL, WILLIAM
STEPHENS, DENNIS
O'NEIL, MICHAEL
WALKER, FRANKLIN

ISSUE UPDATE

24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

BUD, SCI

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Principal Place of Business
Name Address (city and state or country)

26. Namc of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following forcign entities

Principal Place of Business Amount of contribution | Qwnership %

Name ’ Address (city and statc or country) for lobbying activitics in clicnt

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the registrant, clicnt,
or affiliated organization

Date _02/14/2000

Signature ___

Printed Name and Title - . . Page 9 of 9

MTC-00030631 0986



ATTACHMENT 41
TO THE

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH

MTC-00030631 0987



T ]
Clcrk of the Heusc of Representatives Sccretary of the Senate “LA” VEE%E’VED
Legisiative Resource Center Office of Public Records o
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building a‘UG I['

-L_\Yashinglon, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510 P
— LEer
ol ;
HAND DELIVERED 2z

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required to Complcte This Page

9

B

Registrant Name
PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

2. Address {7 Check if differcnt than previously reported
1735 NEW YORK AVE, NW WASHINGTON
SUITE 500 DC 20006

\ —— —

3. Principal Place of Business (if diffcrent from line 2)

City State/Zip (or Country)

5.Scnate ID #
32098-366

L/«S House lDa
31355019

Tclephone E-mail (optional)

202-628-1700

4. Coatact Name

ROSANNE PHILLIPS

7. ClicntName (1 Self
MICROSOFT CORPORATION

d

(.

Year End (July 1-December 31) O

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 2000 Midyear (January I-June 30) ® OR

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report (]

10. Check if this is a Termination Report [J >> Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity(]

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

—— — —

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to Jobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 (7]

$220,000.00
Income (ncarest $20,000)

$10,000 ormore IR >>§

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20,000 of all labbying related income from the clicnt
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 [

$10,000ormore [J >>$

Expenscs (ncarest 52‘0 000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

(3 Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

(O Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of
the Internal Revenue Code

OO Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(¢e) of the
Intemal Revenue Code

Date 981 4/2000

Signature . ___

Printed Name and Title

STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL

Page 1

S |

MTC-00030631 0988

of 9



»

Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Clicnt Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issuc areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode CPl (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
S.2448, Intcrnet Integrity and Critical Infrastructure Protection Act of 2000,
H.R.4246, Cyber Seccurity Information Act,
Competition in the software industry.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted (3 Check if None
House of Representatives
Scnate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicablic) New

_ BRANDT, WERNER No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
ROUVELAS, EMANUEL B _|_No
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No _ |
BERGER, AMY No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above P Check if None

Signature _... __ Date _08/14/2000

Printed Name and Title STEYEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 2 of 9

MTC-00030631 0989



Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a scparate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code CPT

16. Specific Lobbying issues

H.R.354, Collection of Information Antiprivacy Act,

— {one per page)

H.R.4690, Dcpartments of Commerce, Justice, and State, the Judiciary, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001,
relating to copyright and patent issucs.House Amendment 889 to H.R. 4690, to increase funding for the U.S. Patent and

Trademark Offices.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted

House of Representatives
Senate

O Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered OfTicial Position (if applicable) New

PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
BRANDT, WERNER No
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith Yes
HEIMAN, BRUCE _ No |
ROUVELAS, EMANUEL No

19. Interest of each forcign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B{ Check if None

Signature - Date _08/14/2000 _

Printed Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL __ Page 3 of 9

MTC-00030631 0990



Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as rcquested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode CSP (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
S.854, Electronic Rights for the 21st Century Act,
S.2448, Internet Integrity and Critical Infrastructures Protection Act of 2000,
S.2063, Secure Online Communication Enforcement Act of 2000,
$.761, Third Millennium Digital Commerce Act,
H.R.1714, Electronic Signatures in Global and National Commerce Act,

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted (1 Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue arca

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
BRANDT, WERNER No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counscl Scn. Bob Smith Yes
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None

Signature Date _08/14/2000

Printed Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 4 of 9

MTC-00030031 0991



Registrant Namc: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Clicnt Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Selcct as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code JMM _ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
$.2045, American Competitiveness in the Twenty-first Century Act of 2000,
H.R.4227, Technology Worker Temporary Relief Act,
H.R.3983, Helping to Improve Technology Education and Achievement Act of 2000,

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted [J Check if None
House of Representatives
Scnate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New

___ BRANDT, WERNER . No
___ PIZZFLLA, PATRICK , . No
____SLOMOWITZ, ALAN . No

VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith Yes

HEIMAN, BRUCE . No

ROUVELAS, EMANUEL No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above & Check if None

Date _08/14/2000

Signature

Printed Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page § of 9

MTC-00030631 0992



_

Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for cach code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode LBR_ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.3462, Wealth Through the Workplace Act of 1999,

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Scnate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
- —
____BRANDT, WERNER o Yes |
PIZZELLA, PATRICK — — 1 Yes |
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith - Yes

_— —+
_ _ —_— ]
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above M Check if None

Signature Date _08/14/2000 )

Printed Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 6 of 9

MTC-000300631 0993




Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Namc: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15.
i6.

17.

General issue areacode TAX __ __ (one per page)

Specific Lobbying issues

$.2775, Internet Tax Moratorium and Equity Act,

$.2401, New Economy Tax Simplification Act (NETSA),

H.R.4462, Fair and Equitable Interstate Tax Compact Simplification Act of 2000,
H.R.4460, Internct Tax Simplification Act of 2000,

H.R.4267, Internet Tax Reform and Reduction Act of 2000,

H.R.3709, Internet Nondiscrimination Act of 2000,

House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicablc)

New

PIZZELLA, PATRICK

. No

BRANDT, WERNER

No

VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith

. Yes

HEIMAN, BRUCE

No

19.

Signature ..

Printed Name and Title

Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None

Date _ 98/14/2000

MTC-00030631 0994

STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 7 of 9




-

Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue arca code TEC . (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.1686, Internet Freedom Act,
H.R.1685, Internct Growth and Development Act of 1999, ,
FCC Dkt. No. 99-168, Service Rules for the 746-765 and 776-794 MH Bands and Revisions to Part 27 of the Commission's
Rules.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
___ BRANDT, WERNER _ No
PI1ZZELLA, PATRICK ) No ;
YALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen, Counsel Scn. Bob Smith Yes |
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above M Check if None

Signature __ Date _98/14/2000

Printed Name and Title

STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL . Page 8 of 9

MTC-00030631 0995



P:cgistrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issuc area code TRD (onc per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
§.2277, To terminate the application of title 1V of the Trade Act of 1974 with respect to the People's Republic of China,
$.2645, China Nonprolifcration Act,
H.R.4444, To authorize extension of nondiscriminatory treatment (normal trade relations treatment) to the Pcople's
Republic of China,
World Trade Organization (a) Agreement on Trade-Related Intellectual Praperty Rights (b) Post-Scattle WTO
Ministerial Mecting related commerce and trade issues.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted {0 Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area
Name Covcered Official Position (if applicable) New

_..__BRANDT, WERNER _No
__PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
___ SLOMOWITZ, ALAN _ Yes |

YALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith , ~Yes
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above M Check if None

%NAA )P . M

Signature . Date _08/14/2000 - -
Printed Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Pagc 9 of 9

L

MTC-00030631 0996



ATTACHMENT 42
TO THE

_  DECLARATION OF BRIAN DAUTCH

MTC-00030631 0997



Clerk of the House of Representatives
Legislative Resource Center

B-106 Cannon Building

Washington, DC 20515

Secretary of the Senate
Office of Public Records
232 Hart Building
Washington, DC 20510

KARD DELIVERED

P ER . .
~LGSLATIVE RESOUPCF oot

> L OBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Requnre?i o ‘bbmplétémsﬂnggs

IR
08 FER )y,
e il 2 12

/0

I. Registrant Name
PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Registrant Address ~ [J Check if different than previously reported
Address 1735 NEW YORK AVE, NW

City WASHINGTON State/Zip (or Country)

SUITE 500
DC 20006

Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

City State/Zip (or Country)

Contact Name

ROSANNE PHILLIPS

Telephone
202-628-1700

E-mail (optional)

S.Senate ID #
32098-366

Client Name (] Self
MICROSOFT CORPORATION

}Hﬁuﬂ&\
{ 31355019

/

—

TYPE OF REPORT 3. Year 2000 Midyear (January 1-June 30) O OR Year End (July 1-December 3

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report (J

‘ 10. Check if this is a Termination Report 1 >> Termination Date

11. No Lobbying Activity[]

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 O

$260,000.00
Income (nearest $20,000)

$10,000 ormore XK >>§

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20,000 of all lobbying related income from the client
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 O

g >>$§

$10,000 or more
Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

O Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

{J Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of
the Internal Revenue Code

O Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(¢) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Date _92/14/2001

Printed Name and Title

STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL

Page 1 of 10

¢

MTC-00030631 0998



. Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
' information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15.
16.

17.

18.

General issucareacode CPL__ (one per page)

Specific Lobbying issues

H.R.4246, Cyber Security Information Act,

H.R.5024, Federal Information Policy Act of 2000,

H.R.5658, Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2001,
$.2448, Internet Integrity and Critical Infrastructure Protection Act of 2000,
Competition in the software industry.

House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted 00 Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable)

New

BERGER, AMY

No

BRANDT, WERNER

No

IVEY, GLENN

Yes

PIZZELLA, PATRICK

Neo

ROUVELAS, EMANUEL

STEPHENS, DENNIS

Yes

VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith

No

Signature

l Printed Name and Title

Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None

Date _02/1422001

STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL

Page 2 of 10

MTC-00030631 0999



»  Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

15. General issue area code CFT

16. Specific Lobbying issues

H.R.354, Collection of Information Antiprivacy Act,

information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

(one per page)

H.R.4690, Departments of Commerce, Justice, and State, the Judiciary, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001,
relating to copyright and patent issues.House Amendment 889 to H.R. 4690, to increase funding for the U.S. Patent and

Trademark Offices.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted

House of Representatives
Senate

O Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

~ Name

Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
BRANDT, WERNER No
HEIMAN, BRUCE No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
ROUVELAS, EMANUEL No
VALENTINE, STEV-EN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None
| 'rinted Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 3 of 10

MTC-00030031 1000



| §

Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissue areacode CSP____ (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.1685, Internet Growth and Development Act of 1999,
H.R.4049, Privacy Commission Act,
S.2063, Secure Online Communication Enforcement Act of 2000,
S.2448, Internet Integrity and Critical Infrastructures Protection Act of 2000,
S.2606, Consumer Privacy Protection Act,
S.2928, Consumer Internet Privacy Enhancement Act,
17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate
18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area
Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
BRANDT, WERNER No
PI1ZZELLA, PATRICK No
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above M Check if None
Signature Date _92/14/2001

MTC-00030031 1001



Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many cades as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15.
16.

17.

18.

General issue areacode IMM__ {one per page)

Specific Lobbying issues

H.R.3983, Helping to Improve Technology Education and Achievement Act of 2000,
H.R.4227, Technology Worker Temporary Relief Act,

S5.2045, American Competitiveness in the Twenty-first Century Act of 2000,

House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable)

New

BRANDT, WERNER

HEIMAN, BRUCE

No

PIZZELLA, PATRICK

No

ROUVELAS, EMANUEL

No

SLOMOWITZ, ALAN

No

VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith

Yes

19.

Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None

Signature Date _02/14/2001

Printed Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL

Page 5 of 10
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode LBR_____ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.1102, Comprehensive Retirement Security and Pension Reform Act,
H.R.3462, Wealth Through the Workplace Act of 1999,

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted [J Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

k Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
BRANDT, WERNER No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith Na

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above M Check if None
Signature Date _92/14/2001
“rinted Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 6 of 10

MTC-000300631 1003



Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide

\ information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode TAX _ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.3709, Internet Nondiscrimination Act of 2000,

H.R.4267, Internet Tax Reform and Reduction Act of 2000,

H.R.4460, Internet Tax Simplification Act of 2000,

H.R.4462, Fair and Equitable Interstate Tax Compact Simplification Act of 2000,

S.2401, New Economy Tax Simplification Act (NETSA),

$.2775, Internet Tax Moratorium and Equity Act,

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted
House of Representatives
Senate

O Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

L’ Name

Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
BRANDT, WERNER No
HEIMAN, BRUCE No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen, Bob Smith No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above M Check if None
Signature Date _02/14/2001
STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 7 of 10

I ‘rinted Name and Title

MTC-00030631 1004



- . Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using 2 separate page for each code, provide

\ information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode JTEC (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues

H.R.1685, Internet Growth and Development Act of 1999,

H.R.1686, Internet Freedom Act,

FCC Dkt. No. 99-168, Service Rules for the 746-765 and 776-794 MH Bands and Revisions to Part 27 of the Commission's

Rules.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted
House of Representatives
Senate

O Check if None

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

\‘ Name

Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
BRANDT, WERNER No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None
Signature Date _02/14/2001
7 Printed Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 8 of 10

MTC-00030631 1005



- Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
\ information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue areacode JTRD (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues

H.R.4444, To authorize extension of nendiscriminatory treatment (normal trade relations treatment) to the People's
Republic of China,

$.2277, To terminate the application of title IV of the Trade Act of 1974 with respect to the People's Republic of China,
S.2645, China Nonproliferation Act,

World Trade Organization (a) Agreement on Trade-Related Intellectual Property Rights (b) Post-Seattle WTO
Ministerial Meeting related commerce and trade issues.

Foreign sales corporation dispute pending at WTO.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

b Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
BRANDT, WERNER No
PIZZELLA, PATRICK No
SLOMOWITZ, ALAN No
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None
Signature m (/w\/\LM Date 02/14/2001
-inted Name and Title SYEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 9 of 10
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v

Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.
20. Client new address

21.  Client new principal place of business (if different from line 20}

City State/Zip (or Country)

22. New general description of clicnt's business or activities

LOBBYIST UPDATE
23. Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client
PIZZELLA, PATRICK
ABRAMOFF, JACK
SLOMOWITZ, ALAN
BERGER, AMY

ISSUE UPDATE
24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Principal Place of Business
Name Address (city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities
Principal Place of Business Amount of contribution | Ownership %
Name Address (city and state or country) for lobbying activities in client

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the registrant, client,
or affiliated organization

- |
Signature m m\"t""‘f Date _02/14/2001
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HAND DELIVERED

Clerk of the House of Representatives
Legislative Resource Center

B-106 Cannon Building

Washington, DC 20515

Secretary of the Senate
Office of Public Records
232 Hart Building

" Washington, DC 20510

TAIAL AT AC AR A A e
ST E RESCURST CERT R

HENCN

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page

RS L P 3 3L

el
T
L R

1. Registrant Name
PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

2. Registrant Address (] Check if different than previously reported
Address 1735 NEW YORK AVE, NW SUITE 500
City WASHINGTON State/Zip (or Country)  DC 20006

. Principal Place of Business (if different from line 2)

City State/Zip (or Country)
4. Contact Name Telephone E-mail (optional) 5.Senate ID #
TERRI PAULK 202 628 1700 32098-366
7. ClientName [J Self 6. House ID #
MICROSOFT CORPORATION / T 31355019
——

TYPE OF REPORT 3. Year 2001 Midyear (January 1-june30) & OR  Year End (July 1-December 31) O
9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report (]

.4. Check if this is a Termination Report (0 >> Termination Date 11. No Lobbying Activity(J

INCOME OR EXPENSES - Complete Either Line 12 OR Line 13

12. Lobbying Firms

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period was:

Less than $10,000 (3

$120,000.00
Income (nearest $20,000)

$10,000ormore X >>§

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest
$20,000 of all Iobbying related income from the client
(including all payments to the registrant by any other entity
for lobbying activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSES relating to lobbying activities for this reporting
period were:

Less than $10,000 O

$10,000 o0rmore (O >>§

Expenses (nearest $20,000)

14. REPORTING METHOD. Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

{0 Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitions only

J- Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of
the Internal Revenue Code

{0 Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the
Internal Revenue Code

Signature

Date _98/14/2001

STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL

Page 1 of 10

‘ ited Name and Title
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Regisirant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissueareacode CPL____ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues o
H.R.2590, Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2002, relating to funding for US Customs
anti-counterfeiting activities.
Competition in the software industry.

17.  House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
Department of Justice
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a Jobbyist in this issue area

(> Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
IVEY, GLENN Yes
STEPHENS, DENNIS No
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None
Signature Date _08/14/2001
STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 2 of 10

‘ ‘nted Name and Title
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
‘ngaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
_aformation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissue areacode CPT (one per page)
16. Specific Lobbying issues

H.R. 2500 and 8. 1215, The State, Justice, Commerce Departments and related agencies appropriations bill, relating to

funding of enforcement of anti-privacy and intellectual property laws and relating to funding of the Intellectual Property
Rights Center.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

k Name

Covered Officiai Position (if applicable) New
IVEY, GLENN Yes
STEPHENS, DENNIS Yes
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above ® Check if None
Signature Date _08/14/2001

‘ ated Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 3 of 10
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
nformation as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissue areacode CSP (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.2458 and S.803, E-Government Act of 2001, relating to Internet privacy.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
Department of Justice
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

kr Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
IVEY, GLENN Yes
STEPHENS, DENNIS Yes
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None
Signature Date _08/14/2001

STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 4 of 10

‘ “inted Name and Title
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) Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
' engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
&.,- information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissue areacode TAX __ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R. 2526, Internet Tax Fairness Act of 2001,
H.R.1410 and S.512, Internet Tax Moratorium and Equity Act,
H.R.1552 and S.288, Internet Tax Nondiscrimination Act,
H.R.2421, Jurisdictional Certainty Over Digital Commerce Act,
S.245, A bill to make permanent the moratorium on the Federal imposition of taxes on the Internet.,
S.246, A bill to extend the moratorium on the imposition of taxes on the Internet for an additional 5 years.,
S.41, A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the research credit and to increase the
rates of the alternative incremental credit,
5.589, A bill to make permanent the moratorium on the imposition of taxes on the Internet.,
S.664, NET FAIR Act, '

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
IVEY, GLENN Yes
STEPHENS, DENNIS Yes
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None
Signature , . Date _98/1472001
‘ rinted Name and Title STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 5 of 10
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_ Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

Ttem Description ' Data

( 6 Lobbying Issues S.777, Internet Tax Nondiscrimination Act,

‘ Page 6 of 10
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY., Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. Generalissue areacode IEC _ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues

FCC Dkt. No. 99-168, Service Rules for the 746-765 and 776-794 MH Bands and Revisions to Part 27 of the Commission's
Rules. : : ,

17.  House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

k Name : Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
IVEY, GLENN Yes
STEPHENS, DENNIS Yes
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above X Check if None
Signature Date _08/14/2001

STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 7 of 10

‘ ‘inted Name and Title
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
\\~ information as requested. Attach additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issueareacode IRD ____ (one per page)

16. Specific Lobbying issues
H.R.2149 and S.599, Trade Promotion Authority Act of 2001,
Permanent Normal Trade Relations (PNTR) of China.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal agencies contacted O Check if None
House of Representatives
Senate

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Name Covered Official Position (if applicable) New
IVEY, GLENN Yes
STEPHENS, DENNIS Yes
VALENTINE, STEVEN Leg. Dir & Gen. Counsel Sen. Bob Smith No
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above B Check if None
Signature Date _08/14/2001
STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL Page 8 of 10

' ‘inted Name and Title
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. Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

Information Update Page - Complete ONLY where registration information has changed.

20. Client new address

o'

2]1. Client new principal place of business (if different from line 20)

City State/Zip (or Country)

22. New general description of client's business or activities

LOBBYIST UPDATE
23, Name of each previously reported individual who is no longer expected to act as a lobbyist for the client
PIZZELLA, PATRICK
ABRAMOFF, JACK
BRANDT, WERNER
SLOMOWITZ, ALAN

ISSUE UPDATE
24. General lobbying issues previously reported that no longer pertain

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS
25. Add the following affiliated organization(s)

Principal Place of Business
Name Address (city and state or country)

26. Name of each previously reported organization that is no longer affiliated with the registrant or client

FOREIGN ENTITIES
27. Add the following foreign entities

Principal Place of Business Amount of contribution | Ownership %

Name Address (city and state or country) for lobbying activities in client

28. Name of each previously reported foreign entity that no longer owns, or controls, or is affiliated with the registrant, client,
or affiliated organization

MWW M”t‘w Date _08/14/2001

STEVEN VALENTINE - OF COUNSEL

Signature

Page 9 of 10

l -inted Name and Title
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Registrant Name: PRESTON GATES ELLIS & ROUVELAS MEEDS LLP

Client Name: MICROSOFT CORPORATION

Ttem Description ‘ Data

‘ 43 Lobbyist Update BERGER, AMY

Page 10 of 10

- — " — - - . . . -
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PRESS RELEASE

Congressman John Conyers, Jr.

Fourteenth District, Michigan
Ranking Member, Committee on the Judiciary
Dean, Congressional Black Caucus

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: CONTACT:
November 6, 2001 Dena Graziano: (202) 226-6888

CONYERS OBJECTS TO REPORTS OF INFLUENCE AND IMPROPRIETY IN THE

PROPOSED MICROSOFT SETTLEMENT,
SEEKS INFORMATION FROM ASHCROFT

Today, Congressman John Conyers, Jr., Ranking Member of the House Judiciary
Committee sent a letter to Attorney General, John Asheroft complaining of reports of political
mfluence and impropriety by Justice Department employees m the proposed settlement of the
U.S. v. Microsoft case. A copy of the letter follows.

November 6, 2001

The Honorable John Asheroft

Atnorney General of the United States
U.S. Deparment of Justice

10" Street and Constitution Avemue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Mr. Attorney General:

I am writing to express my very serious concems regarding reports of political influence and impropriety by
Justice Departmment employees in the proposed settlement ofthe U.S. v. Microsoft case. I am also deeply troubled by
your office’s continuing fiilure to respond to my earlier requests for information set forth in my September 6, 2001
letter to you.

As | am sure you are aware, a number of reservations have been raised with the proposed settlement by
consumer groups, trade associations, state attorneys general, and antitrust experts. It00 am very concerned the
proposed agreement represents a weakening in our government’s resolve 1o protect competition, preserve consumer
welfare, and foster continued mnovation, particularly given the resounding and clear cut legal judgments achieved by
your predecessor i office. Wherever ane comes out on the merits or demerits of the proposed settlement, I do not
believe the Department is at all served by continwing to stonewall inquiries into legitimate and credibie allegations of
political impropricty raised by the press and the public. ] would therefore encourage your office to respond to my
earlier letter and the additional questions raised in this correspondence by no later than November 23, 2001.

At the outset, let me note that my earlier expressed concerns about inappropriate political inflaence have
only been heightened by recent roedia reports that your own Deputy Chief of Siaff, David Israelite, commmnicated
with outside lobbyists in an effort to convince them to alter their clients’ views regarding the role of the states in the
case. This inappropriate and possibly illegal contact is reported to have occurred afier Mr. Istaelite had recused
himself from the case because of conflict of interest concemns. As a result, [ would like to receive an itemization of
any and all contacts between Mr. Israclite and any representatives of any outside party (including representatives of
AQL/Time Wamner) having any interest in the Microsoft case, as well as a detailing of any bricfngs or other
“communications™ (meant to include all notes, e-mails, docnments, memoranda, phone records and any other Lypes

MTC-000300631 1020



of written, audio, or electronic communications) invelving the Microsoft case which are in any way associated with,
written to or sent fiom Mr, Istaclite. If the allegations reported by the media are trme, such active involvement by a
recused public offfcial could violate federal conflict of interest laws governing Executive Branch employees.!
Among other things, Mr. Israelite would be disquatified from taking any significant action if the matter will have a
“direct and predictable” cffect on his interest.

In a similar regard, 1 am tronbled by the possibality that additional staff who have been recused from the
Microsoft case have been and will continue to be called on to offer services and judgments which implicate the case.
For example. it has been reported that Mr. William J. Kolasky, who has previously written amicus curiae legal briefs
supporting Microsoft’s legal posttion and opposing the Department has been appoimted to be Deputy Assistant
Attorney General for Intemnational Affairs. Given that one of his principal responsibilities will be dealing with the
European Union, which is itself in the midst of a significant antitrust procecding involving Microsoft, it would seem
difficult, if not impossible for him to discharge his duties without in some way taking an action impacting Microsoft.
Of course we can only consider and scrutinize these conflicts if we learn of the pexsons in the Department who have
recused themselves. This is why [ am so troubled that your office has refused to turn over a list of political
appointees at the Department who have recused themsetves from the Microsoft case.

Third, the press has also reported that many career attorneys and staff at the Department were either cut out
of the fina] negotiations or raised objections 1o it that were overmiled. As a result, I wonld also bike to receive copies
of any and all “commmunications” (as defined above), by any Department employees or consultants regarding a
possible settlement or proposing any suggestions or differing terms than those you agreed to. 1 am also concemed
that political appointees within the Department may have threatened career employees for failing to “toe the
company line” in this matter and support the settlement. As a result, ] would also like to receive copies of all
“commmmications” between any political appomntees and career staffregarding the Microsoft case which could in any
way be seen as threatening or intimidaung. Given the thousands upon thousands of hours devoted by career staff at
the Deparument, 1 believe it is comnterproductive to totally subordmate theit considerable efforts and input at this
critical stage in the proceeding. Surely, public disclosure of these matters will contribute to the public’s knowledge
and pnderstandmg of this matter,

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Sincerely,
John Conyers, Jr.
Ranking Member
ce: Hon. F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr.
Mr. Daniel Bryant
#107-97#

'See 18 U.S.C. § 208(a); S C.F.R § 2635.401-403. See also, Bthical Rules for U.S.
Attorneys, Sections 3-2.170-171, 3-2.220.
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Wbt il it o

FOREWORD

By Hon. Peter W. Rodino, Jr., Chairman,
Committese on the Judiciary

On Pebruary 6, 1974, the House of Representatives adopted by a
vote of 410-4 the following House Resolution 803:

RESOLVED, That the Committee on the Judiciary acting as
a vhole or by any subcommittee thereof appointed by the
Chairman for the purposes hereof and in accordance with
the Rules of the Committee, i{s authorized and directed
to investigate fully and completely whether sufficient
grounds exist for the House of Representatives to exer-
cise its constitutional power to impeach Richard M.
Nixon, President of the United States of America. The
committee shall report to the House of Representatives
such resolutions, articles of impeachment, or other
recommendations as it deems proper.

Beginning in November 1973, acting under resolutions referred to
the Committee by the Speaker of the House and with a special appropria-
tion, I had begun to orénnizc a special staff to investigate serious
charges against the President of the United States.

On May 9, 1974, as Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary,

I convensd the Committee for hearings to review the results of the

Impeachment Inquiry staff's investigation. The staff began its initial

pPresentation the same day, in executive session, pursuant to the Com-

mittee's Impeachment Inquiry Procedures adopted on May 2, 1974.

By June 21, the Inquiry staff had concluded its initial presen-
tation. |
On June 25, the Committee voted to make public the initial pre-

Sentation including substantially all of the supporting material
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presented at the hearings. The Committee also voted to make public the

Pi:esidmt'a response, vhich was presented to the Committee on June 27
and June 28 in the same form and manner as the Inquiry staff's initial
presentation.

Statements of information and supporting evidentiary material
were compiled by the Inquiry staff in 36 notebooks and furnished in
this form to each Member of the Committee. The notebooks presented
material on several subjects of the Inguiry: the Watergate break-in
and its aftermath, ITIY, dairy price supports, domestic surveillance,
abuse of the IRS, and the activities of the Special Pioaecntors.

In each notebook a statement of information relating to a particular
phase of the investigation was immediately followed by supporting
evidentiary material, which included copies of documents and testi-
mony (much already on public record), transcripts of Presidential
conversations 'and affidavits.

The staff aiso presented to the Cé-ittee written reports on
President Nixon's income taxes, Presidential impoundment of funds
appropriated by Congress, and the bombing of Cambodia.

Book V, presented to the Committee under the general heading
of "ITT," dealt with two areas of the Inquiry. First, material was
presented with respect to the possible relation between the 1971
settlement of three antitrust cases filed against ITT and ITT's pledge
of financial assistance to the San Diego Convention and Tourist
Bureau for expenses related to the 1972 Republic National Convention.

Second, material was presented with respect to the testimony of

aw)
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Richard Kleindienst and John Mitchell during Kleindienst's confirmation

hearings before the Senate Judiciary Committee.

Every effort was made to preclude inferences in the presentation
of this material. A deliberate and scrupulous abstention from conclu-
sions, even by implication, was observed.

With respect to the Presidential recorded conversations, the
Committee determined to hear the recorded conversations in their
entirety. The Presidential recorded conversations were neither para-
phrased nor summarized by the Inquiry staff. Thus, no inferences, or
conclusions were drawn for the Committee. During the course of the
hearings, Members of the Committee heard each recording and simultane-
ously followed transcripts prepared by the Inquiry staff. Each of
these transcripts is reprinted under the appropriate Statement of
Information.

During the course of the hearings, the Committee found it neces-
sary to issue a subpoena to President Richard Nixon ;equiring tape re-
cordings of 19 Presidential conversations felated to the ITT matters
before the Committee. The Committee also subpoenaed the President's
coples of daily news summaries which vere compiled by White House staff
members from February 22, 1972 through June 9, 1972. The Presdient has
not yet responded to this subpoena.

Prior to the Committee's issuance of the subpoena on June 24,
1974, the President furnished to the Committee an edited transcript of
a meeting he held with H. R. Haldeman and John Mitchell om April 4, 1972

at vhich the Kleindienst nomination hearings were discussed.
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In a few instances, Ranking Minority Member Mr. Hutchinson an
I determined, pursuant to authority granted us by the Committee, to
defer the release of evidentiary material or to delete it for one of
the following reasons:

1) Because the public interest in making the material public was
outveighed by the potential prejudice to the rights of defendants under
indictment and awaiting trial.

2) Because the information was classified or otherwise required
confidential treatment,

3) Because the material was only marginally pertinent and was
considered to be defamatory, degrading or embarrassing, or,

4) Because the material was not pertinent to Preﬁidential
responsibility within the outer limits of an impeachable offense within
the meaning of the Constitution.

The Committee on the Judiciary is working to follow faithfully
its mandate "to investigate fully and completely” whether or not suf-
ficient grounds exist to recommend that the House exercise its constitu-
tional power of impeachment.

I believe that the readers of these voln-es.will sée that the
Committee's primary effort in carrying out its mandate has been to ob-
tain an objective, impartial presentation which will enable each Member
of the Committee to -;ke an informed judgment in fulfilling his or her

constitutional responsibility.

(v
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"’ I also believe chat.the publication of the record of these hear-
ings will provide readers wvith a clear idea of the particulars of the
investigation and that the proxinity of the evidence v;ll assure them
that no statement of information is offered without supporting eviden-

tiary material.

July 1974

(vin)
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i. By memorandum dated April _23, 1969 from Deputy Attorney General
Richard Kleindienst, acting as Attorney General*, and Assistant Attorney
Ceneral Richard Mclaren, head of the Antitrust Division, to John Ehrlichman,
Counsel to the President, Kleindienst and McLaren urged approval of the
commencement of an antitrust action against the International Telephone and
Telegraph COtporaﬁibn (ITT) challenging its acquisition of Canteen Corporation.
Commencement of the suit was approved and on April 28, 1969 the suit was

begun in the United States District Court for the Northern District of

Illinois.

*Because Attorney General John Mitchell's former law firm had repre-
sented an ITT subsidiary, Mitchell recused himself and Deputy Attorney
General Kleindienst acted as Attorney General in connection with the
litigation.
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McLaren to John Ehrlichman, April 23, 1969 with
sttached draft complaint (received from White
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1.2 Memorandum from Richard McLaren to Richard Klein-
dienst, April 25, 1969, 3 Kleindienst Confirmation
n“rinp (m) 1237."..........O.....‘.....C..'.Q...... 88
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2. On August 1, 1969 two antitrust suits similar to the Canteen
~ suit wvere commenced in the United States District Court for the District
of Connecticut challenging ITT's acquisition of the Hartford Fire

Insurance Company and Grimmnell Corporation. .

‘ ‘ . Page
2.1 United States v. Intermational Telephone and
Telegraph Corporation and Grinnell Corporationm,
civ. N°¢ 13319’ mcket’ 1’2.............Q..........l.... loz
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Telegraph Corporation and Hartford Fire Insurance
Company, Civ. No. 13320, Docket, 1=2....ccvcceccscscccss 104

2.3 Memorandum from Richard McLaren for the Attormey
General, June 20, 1969 (received from Department
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2.4 Memorandum from Richard McLaren for the Deputy
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(teceived from Depattnnt of Jn‘uce)0000-00-000000000-0 120
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3. During 1969, 1970 and 1971, Harold S. Geneen, President of ITT,
. met on numerous occasions with White House staff members, other Admin-
4stration officials and members of both houses of Congress to discuss
various matters, including international monetary policy, the Office of
Foreign Direct Investment policy, antitrust policy, balance of payments,
revenue sharing and expropriation by foreign governments. During the
sumner of 1969 Geneen sought a personal meeting with the President t§
discuss the ITT antitrust cases. His request was denied because the

President's advisers thought that such a meeting was inappropriate.

_ Page
3.1 Harold Geneen testimony, 2 KCH 776-80. . .c0ccencecsncsncan 132

3.2 Memorandum from Hugh Sloan to John Ehrlichman,
June 30, 1969 (received from White House)....ceececeeeeee 137

3.3 Memorandum from Dwight Chapin to Peter Flanigan,
July 16, 1969 (received from White House)....ccccveeess. 138

3.4 White House "White Paper,” The ITT Anti-Trust
mchioﬂ, Jmury 8, 1976’ 1’ 3..0ooo-ooooo-o-o-oooo.oooo 139
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4, During September 1969 Colonel James Hughes, Military Assistant
N’ to the President, spoke with Dita Beard, an ITT lobbyist, about the
pending antitrust suit. Hughés reported on the conversation in a memo~-

randue to Ehrlichman dated September 19, 1969.

P.S‘ ;

4.1 Memorandum from James Hughes to John Ehrlichman,
September 19, 19§_9 (received from White

ao“’e)..O...'..I.’..l.."................'..........Ql.. 1‘2‘
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In August 1970 officials and representatives of IIT held five

meetings vith Administration officials, including Vice President Spiro
ew, Secretary of Commerce Maurice Stans, Assistant Attorney General
;ucLaten and White House counsel John Ehrlichman and Charles Colson to
VE;;cuss antitrust matters in general and the ITT antitrust litigation
4n particular. In another meeting, Geneen and Attorney General Mitchell

“met to discuss overall antitrust policy with respect to conglomerates.
-\ 84

.

-At these meetings and in subsequent letters and memoranda ITT officials
ught to persuade Administration officials that McLaren's antitrust
views, as reflected in his conduct of the ITT litigation, were ill-advised

.and inconsistent with the Administration's antitrust policy.
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5.6 Memorandum from Tod Hullin to Richard Mclaren,
August 10, 1970 (received from White House).....eccee... 168
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5.7 Letter from Thomas Casey to Charles Colson,
August 7, 1970, with attachment (received from v
%ite Home)...;...............'...............‘......... 169

5.8 Memorandum from Charles Colson to John Ehrlich- g -
man, August 10, 1970 (received from White House),......... 177 B

5.9 Memorandum from Tod Hullin to John Mitchell, 9
A August 11, 1970 (received from White House).......ce0ce.. 178

5.10 John Mitchell testimony, 2 KCH 540, 542-43,
546, 549-5Q,
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5.11 Memorandum from Edward Gerrity to John Ryan, :
August 10, 1970 (received from Michael Mitchell).......,. 1851

5.12 Memorandum from John Ryan to William Merriam,
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Investigations, Hearings on Legislative Oversight
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of Agency Files Pertaining to ITT, 156~56 .cccccccesceees 186 7
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177
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185
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6. On September 15, 1970 the trial in ITT-Grinnell began. In
semoranda dated September 17, 1970 from Ehrlichman to Attorney General
Mitchell and October 1, 1970 from Colson to Ehrlichman, the ITT litiga-
tion was discussed. FEhrlichman and Colson stated their concern that
McLaren's conduct of the ITT cases constituted an attack on "bigness

per se” contrary to the Administration's expressed antitrust policy.
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6.2 Memorandum from John Ehrlichman to John Mitchell,
September 17, 1970 (received from White House).......... 192

6.3 Memorandum from Charles Colson to John Ehrlichman,
October 1, 1970, with attachment (received from
%ite House)....I..............................O.l...... 193
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7. The trial of ITT-Grinnell was completed on October 30, 1970 and
the case was taken under advisement. A judgment for ITT on the merits
was rendered on December 31, 1970. A notice of appeal was filed on

March 1, 1971.
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(10)

MTC-00030631 1036



8. On March 3, 1971 at ITT's request Geneen and William Merriam,
N/ ITT Vice President and Director of Washington Relations, met with

Ehrlichman to discuss antitrust matters.'

Page'
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8.2 Letter from Will{iam Merriam to John Ehrlichman,
March 4, 1971 (received from White House)..cccoecccccees 257

8.3 William Merriam testimony, 3 KCH 95l..cecccccccccccscces 298
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Grinnell by filing its jurisdictional statement was extended from

9. On March 20, 1971, on the motion of Solicitor General Erwin

Griswold, the time for the government to perfect its appeal in ITT-

March 31, 1971 to April 20, 1971.

Page

9.1 VUnited States v. International Telephone and
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of Time and Order of the Supreme Court, March 20,
1971, and letter from the Deputy Clerk of the
Supreme Court to Solicitor General Erwin Griswold
(received from Department of Justice)...c.cececcccccecess 260
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On March 30, 1971 Merriam and Thomas Casey, ITT Director of

morate Planning, met with Peter Peterson, Assistant to the President
International Economic Affairs, to discuss a wide range of subjects

uding antitrust matters.

8e “Page
10.1 Peter Peterson affidavit, April 29, 1974......cccc0seee.. 268.
10.2 Letter from William Merriam to Peter Petersonm,
April 7, 1971 (received from Peter Peterson)....c.cesse.. 271
'60
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1. At the request of Ehrlichman who said he spoke for the 1"x'ea:1¢!ent,{;j
Peterson met with Geneen and Merriam on Friday, April 16, 1971. They i
discussed various subjects relating to economic policy, including overallfi
antitrust policy related to bigness. At the end of the meeting, Geneen ;
and Merriam discussed ITT's specific antitrust problems, including the |
fact that the deadline for the government to perfect the ITT-Grimnell

appeal was the following Tuesday, April 20, After the meeting Peterson
telephoned Ehrlichman and reported on the meeting including the discus-
sion of the ITT-Grinnell appeal. Ehrlichman indicated to Peterson that 7
.u:tion was under way to postpone the appeal. The following week Peterson

reported to the President on the meeting and his subsequent telephone

call to Ehrlichman.

. Page 4
11.1 Peter Peterson affidavit, April 29, 1974 ..cceveeseaness 278 §

1.2 Hinorxndun from Peter Peterson to the President, 1
April 23, 1971 (received from White House)---.--------.. 281
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Also on April 16, 1971 Lawrence Walsh, a mamber of 2 law firm

.;g had long represented ITT, telephoned Deputy Attorney General ch;ln-
: dienst. Pursuant to that telephone conversation Walsh caused to be
ver.d to Kleindienst a letter and memorandum urging that before the
artment of Justice decided to pursue the ITT-Grinnell appeal to the

B Supreme Court it should undertake a review by all interested federal

| ‘ cies of the economic consequences of a Suprems Court decision favor-
to the government. Copies of the Walsh letter and memorandum were

‘ d.lﬁ-red later that day to Peterson and Ehrlichmean.
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13. On Monday morning, April 19, 1971 Kleindienst told Walsh by

telephone that Kleindienst did not think the ITT-Grinnell appeal would

be delayed. In a memorandum dated April 19, 1971 to Kleindienst, Mclaren
disputed the position taken by Walsh in his letter and gemorandun of

April 16 and urged that the ITT-Grinnell appeal not be delayed.

Page
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13.2 Memorandum from Richard Mclaren to Richard Kleindienst,
April 19, 1971 (received from Department of Justice),... 309
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14. Beginning at 3:03 p.m. on the afternoon of April 19, 1971 the
President met with Ehrlichman and George Shultz, Director of the

Office of Management and Budget. The antitrust actions against ITT were
among the subjects discussed. Ehrlichman said that the deadline for the

ITT-Grinnell appeal was the following day and he reported that, despite

his attempts to give the Justice Department "signals,'" the appeal was
being pursued. The President then telephoned Kleindienst and ordered

him to drop the appeal. After the telephone conversation the President
expressed his concern that McLaren's actions with reapect to conglomerates

were contrary to the Administration's antitrust policy.
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15. After the President's telephone call Kleindienst met with McLaren

and Solicitor General Erwin Griswold and directed that the Solicitor

General apply to the Supreme Court for another extension of time. At

4:30 p.m. Kleindienst telephoned Walsh and informed him that the Solicitor
General was arranging for an extension of time for the government to ;

perfect its appeal.
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16. On Tuesday, April 20, 1971, on the motion of Solicitor General
Griswold, the time for the government to perfect its appeal in ITT-
o’ Grinnell by filing its jurisdictional statement was extended from April

20, 1971 to May 20, 1971.

Page

16.1 United States v. International Telephone and
Telegraph Corporation, Application for Extension
of Time filed by the Solicitor Gemeral and Order

h of the United States Supreme Court, April 20,

1971, with letter from the Deputy Clerk of the
Supreme Court to Solicitor General Erwin Griswold
(received from Department of Justice)...cceeveeccescscss 360

16.2 United States v. International Telephone and
Telegraph Corporation, Supreme Court Docket,
April 19—20’ 1971'............'.......l'..l..l......l.-..365

MTC-00030631 1045



17, Also om April 20, 1971 Felix Rohatyn, an investment banker who 1

was a director of ITT, met with Kleindienst to discuss the economic and ?
financial ramifications of divestiture of the Hartford Fire Insurance 7
Company by ITT. At the meeting Rohatyn asked to present these argune;ts t
to McLaren, and such a presentation was later arranged for April 29. 1
Page 3
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13, On April 21, 1971 the President met with Attormey General

.. Mitchell and discussed, among other things, the ITT-Grinnell appeal.

The President said that he did not care about the merits of the case
but that the business commmity believed that the Administration was
being even rougher on it in antitrust matters than had previous admin-
istrations. Mitchell argued that it was a political mistake to inter-

fere with the appeal. The President agreéed to heed Mitchell's advice

to permit the appeal to be perfected.
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19. During the last ten days of April 1971 Geneen and Marriam of

ITT wrote four letters to Administration officials — one to Secretary

of the Treasury John Connally and three to Peter Peterson -- containing

references to nntitfuat matters. Two of the letters colnnntoq favorably

on the ITT-Grinnell appeal delay.
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19.4
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20. On April 28, 1971 Ehrlichman wrote a memorandum to the President
eriticizing McLaren for failure to follow the Administration's antitruat
policy, then under study by a Domestic Council Task Force, and recom—
mending action to be taken. The President approved Ehrlichman's recom-

msndations.
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21. On April 29, 1971 Rohatyn accompanied by four ITT representatives
met with Kleindienst, McLaren and Antitrust Division and Treasury Depart-
ment staff members. The ITT representatives presented ITT's position
that there would be adverse economic and financial consequences if the

divestiture of Hartford were required. Pollowing the meeting McLaren

caused these arguments to be submitted to the Treasury Department and
to Richard Ramsden, an independent financial consultant who had previously

rendered advice to the Antitrust Division.
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22. Beginning in April 1971 Mitchell, Haldeman, Lawrence Higby, Gordom

Strachan, William Timmons, Jeb Magruder and Robert Odle participated in

the initial planning of the 1972 Republican National Convention and

began to consider San Diego as a possible site. A memorandum from Higby

to Strachan dated April 29, 1971 states that Haldeman discussed the pos-

sibility of a San Diego convention with California's Lt. Governor Ed

Reinecke. The memorandum states that Reinecke would, as a result of his

discussion with Haldeman, cause a proposal for San Diego to be the con-

vention site to be made to the Republican National Committee.
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In & memorandum dated May 5, 1971 Ehrlichman informed Mitchell

Page § 23
. '.',fé | that he desired to mest with McLaren about the ITIT cases to achieve the
tf - agreed-upon cnd-'discusacd by the President and Mitchell. -
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24, On May 12, 1971 ITT President Geneen discussed with Congressman

Bob Wilson, whose district included part of San Diego, the possibility

of ITT financial support for a San Diego convention bid.
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25. On May 17, 1971 the government's appeal in ITT-Grinnell was

perfected by the filing of a jurisdictional statement.

Page

25.1 United States v. International Telephone and
Telegraph Corporation, Notice of Docketing of
Appeal, United States Supreme Court, May 17, 1971
(received from Department of Justice)....cceeececcecseee 534

(29)

MTC-00030631 1055



26, By report dated May 17, 1971 Richard Ramsden reported his findings
1IN on the ITT position with respect to the financial ramifications of divesti-
ture of Hartford.
| Page
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Corporation, May 17, 1971, 2 KCH 103-10..cccccccccsccsss 538
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27. On June 17, 1971 McLaren recommended to Kleindienst that the ITT
suits be settled. His proposed settlement included the requirement that

ITT divest itself of Grimmell, Canteen, and certain other ITT subsidiaries,

'but permitted ITT to retain Hartford Fire Insurance Company. The basic

terms of the settlement offer were put to ITT on a take it or leave it
basis and were accepted. Details of the settlement were then nggotiated

among ITT and Antitrust Division lawyers.
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28. San Diego's convention bid was authorized by the San Diego City

Council on June 29, 1971. On July 21, 1971 ITT-Sheraton's_President,
Howard James, confirmed by telegram his company's commitment to the

San Diego Convention and Tourist Bureau of $100,000 for convention-
related expenses plus an additional $100,000 if and when $200,000 was
raised by the Bureau from other non-public sources. The pledge was
subject to the condition that the Sheraton Harbor lsland Hotel, then
under construction, be used as Presidential convention headquarters.

The decision for San Diego to be the convention site was mgde within
the Administration and transmitted to the Republican National Committee.
On July 23, 1971 the Republican National Committee selected San Diego

as the 1972 convention site.

el gl

Page

28.1 San Diego City Council resolution, Jume 29, 1971
(received from San Diego City Council)-ecccecccccccccceccs 563

28.2 Memorandum from Jeb Magruder to John Mitchell, June
30, 1971 (received from White HOUSE).cecseeccscsceossaes 208

28.3 Memorandum from Herbert Klein to H. R. Haldeman,
June 30, 1971 (received from White House)......ccevcecee 569

28.4 Memorandum from William Timmons to Jeb Magruder,
July 3, 1971 (received from White House)........oveseee. 214

28.5 Memorandum from Herbert Klein to the President,
July 19, 1971 (received from White House)....ceceoeecccse 575

28.6 Memorandum from William Timmons to the President,
July 19, 1971 (received from White HOUSBE)...cccssesscces 276

28.7 Memorandum from Jo Good to Robert Dole, July 19,
1971 (received from White HOUSE)....ccceeecccacccccceses I8
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Page

28.8 Memorandum from Jeb Magruder to John Mitchell,
July 28, 1971 with attached memorandum from
Robert Odle to Jeb Magruder, July 27, 1971

(received from White HOUBE).ceocscsssscssscsascsasaccssse 5382

28.9 Telegram from Howard James to Bob Wilson, July
21. 1971, 2 KCH 678-790-ooooocooi-ooo-.ooocn.aoa.o..oo-o 588

28.10 Harold Geneen testimony, 2 KCH 648-49....ccccccccscescse 390

28.11 Resolution on Selection of the Site for the 1972
Republican National Convention, July 23, 1971l..cccccecee 592
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‘ 29. On July 31, 1971, after ITT and Antitrust Division lawyers had

i
H

" negotiated details of the settlement of the ITT litigation, the settle- Auy

ment wvas announced.

. _ Page
29.1 Richard McLaren testimony, 2 KCH 110-l4..cccccecececaces 596

29‘2 Felix bhatw testimny' 2 Kcn 115....l................. 601

29.3 Richard Kleindienst testimony, 2 KCH 99..ccccccecessccss 602
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B 30. A Sheraton Harbor Island Corporation check for $100,000 dated

August 5, 1971 and representing the non-contingent portion of ITT's

. pledge was delivered to the San Diego Coﬁvention and Tourist Bureau.

Page

30.1 Photograph of check from Sheraton Harbor Island
Corporation to the San Diego Convention and Tourist
Bureau printed in Washington Post, March 16, 1972,

-'A13.Q'.‘CC....‘......0......‘...l..‘.....’..‘.....“... 6“
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! 31. On February 15, 1972 the President nominated Richard G. Kleindienst

-’ to be Attorney General to succeed John _Hitchell vho was leaving the

Department of Justice and who later became Campaign Director of the Com-

mittee for the Re—election of the President. The Senate Committee on the

Judiciary held hearings on the nomination and recommendation on February

24, 1972 that the nomination be confirmed.

3
b

i B
Page -
31.1 Announcement of President's Intention to Nominate r B
Richard Kleindienst to be Attorney General, 8 .
m’identhl mcmt‘ “o, “8.........".............. 6”." ’ ',
31.2 Letter from President Nixon to John Mitchell,
February 15, 1972, 8 Presidential Documents 439......... 608
31.3 S. Exec. Rept. 92-19, Nomination of Richard ,
neindiemt’ 92d Cong., Zd se”o (1972)0...0...1-..-.... wg
31.4 Chicago Tribune, February 25, 1972, Section 2A, 1....... 612
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“32, On Pebruary 22, 1972 coluﬁnist Jack Anderson obtained from
an ITT source a memorandum dated June 25, 1971 putp&rtedly written
.. by ITT lobbyist Dita Beard addressed to ITT Vice President Merriam
regarding the ITT-Sheraton convention pledge and settlement of the
az ITT antitrust cases. Anderson's investigative reporters contacted
first Dita Beard to discuss and confirm the mewmorandum's validity
and then ITT and Administration officials to discuss and attempt to
confirm the events reported in the memorandum. On February 24, 1972

3 ITT ﬁersonnel destroyed documents in the Washington office files.

Page
32.1 Purported memorandum from Dita Beard to William
Merriam, June 25, 1971, (received from White House)
teprinted in 2 KCH 6‘7-480-~o..co.coocoooooo.. esecsssae 61‘
32.2 Jack Anderson testimony, 2 KCH 449.........cc0veveecee.. 618
32.3 But a‘m te’timy, ZKCH ‘08"1‘ 969 0GOS OPOPOIPINOISIOOSEOPEOOSISTES 619
32,4 Felix Rohatyn testimony, 2 KCH 115-16 ccccecesccccccscee 626

32.5 Washington Post, March 3, 1972, D15 cccceecccnccnccecsse 628

32.6 Howard Aibel testimony, 2 KCH 704~05 cccceccccccscccssc. 629
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33. In a Pebruary 28, 1972 Department of Jus;ice press release ;
Mitchell said he had met Dita Beard only once; at a party given by
Governor Louis Nunn of Kemtucky in May 1971, Mitchell denied alle-
gations that he had discussed the ITT antitrust cases with her. He

also denied in the press release that he had discussed the ITT matter

LR o

47

wvith the President.

Page | 5
33.1 John Mitchell statement, Department of Justice $
press release, February 28, 1972 (received from
M‘mﬂt of Jutice)......Q....'........0.".......... 632
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On February 29, March 1 and March 3, 1972 there were published

; The articles alleged a connection between the ITT-Sheraton pledge and

the ITT antitrust settlement and purported to involve both Mitchell and

. Kleindienst asked that his confirmation hearings be reopened.

s " t : Page

34.1 Washington Post, February 29, March 1, March 3,

1971.......‘.Q'...........'..'.'..O....'O........‘.....

634

34.2 Washington Post, March 1, 1972, AL ..ooeeeuneerennasnns 637
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3s. On March 1, 1972 during his final press conference as Attorney
General, Mitchell again denied talking to the President about ITT or

any other antitrust case.

. Page

35.1 John Mitchell press conference, March 1, 1972,
1-2 (r‘c‘i“d frm ssc)..'...........QQ.......'..'..... 6‘0

\
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about March 1, 1972 a member of the staff of the SEC
demanded that ITT produce documents in the files of ITT's Washington,

The SEC staff member contended that production of the

documents was called for by subpoenas preéiously issued in connection

@;1th SEC proceedings. Attorneys for ITT collected documents believed

s to be included in the SEC demand.

Page

36.1 Michael Mitchell affidavit submitted to House
Judiciary Committee, May 1, 1974, with
attachmenta.....Q..............‘..........I.......' 6b6
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37. On Thursday March 2, 1972 pursuant to Kleindienst's request the

confirmation hearings resumed and Kleindienst, testifying under oath,

denied talking other than casually to the White House and White House
staff about the ITT matter. He denied receiving any suggestions from
the White House as to the action that the Justice Department should take

in the ITT cases.

- Page
37.1 Richard Kleindienst testimony, 2 KCH 95-96, 157.......678
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On the same day an ITT attorney delivered copies of one or more of
: the documents collected by ITT attorneys from ITT's Washington office files
to White House aide Wallace H. Johnson. The document or documents were then
fl;gnveyed by Johnson to John Mitchell. During the following week copies of

° other documents taken from the ITT Washington office which mentioned

: ;ighc ITT antitrust suits and contacts between ITT and administration

7 ;%officials were delivered by ITT attornéys to Johnson.
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38.2

38.3

Page
Michael Mitchell affidavit, submitted to Bouse
Judiciary Committee, May 1, 1974, with attach-

‘nt"to..!.o..o-0.‘0-..0..0..0...o.o'..’.'...l.....oo 682

Wallace Johnson affidavit, April 25, 1974e..cccceee... 713

John Mitchell log, March 2, 1972 (received
fro- ssc).............lQ....'.‘...Q.""A’AQ.............‘ 717
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39.

'On the evening of March 2, 1972 Dita Beard, having spent two

days at the ITT offices in New York City, left Washington by airplane

for Denver, Colorado en route to West Yellowstone, Montana. During

the flight she became i1l and on the evening of March 3, 1972 she was

admitted to a Denver hospital.
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39.2

39.3

39.4

39.5

39.6
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Dita Beard statement, 2 KCH 741=42.,..00ecccsccccvencccnes 720
Edward Gerrity testimony, 3 KCH 1167....c000vececvcncccses 722

United Air Lines passenger ticket, issued to D. Beard

for Flight #175, March 2, 1972 (received from United -
Air Line')...........O..OI...’....‘......“C......'......' 723

Stewardess report on passenger illness of Mrs. Beard,
occuring on Flight # 175, March 2, 1972 (received from
!lni:ed Ait Lines)."......'.....‘......OI.....‘....O..'.I. 72‘

Letter from J. Edgar Hoover to Chairman James O.
Eutland’ March 5’ 1972' 2Kcn213.‘........'.......I.O'O. 725

Medical Report by Dr. Joseph Snyder, March 13,
1972' 2Km 637-39-.................O‘.'.'Q...-.........'. 726
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On Friday, March 3, 1972 Kleindienst, in his testimony before
Senate Committee on the Judiciary, denied consulting with, reporting

to, or getting directions from anybody at the White House about the ITT

satitrust cases. He also testified that he did not recall why on April

19, 1971 the Department of Justice requested a delay in the appeal of

4ge the ITT-Crinnell case to the Supreme Court.
720 '
722 . Page
40.1 Richard Kleindienst testimony, 2 KCH 95, 181, 191,
20308 .cccceacnnssesccctcencsecssonsssesscccessccsscessosse 730
723
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41. On the afternoon of Sunday, March S, 1972, the President and

Haldeman returned to Washington, D. C. from Key Biscayne. On Monday,

March 6, 1972 the President had conversations with Haldeman, Ehrlichman

and Colson.

At about 1:30 p.m., shortly after leaving the President's

office, Ehrlichman met with SEC Chairman Casey.
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41.3

41.4

41.5

41.6

41.7
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fm mt. aome)0......II....'Q....l................ 737

Meetings and conversations between the President
and H. R. Haldeman, March 1, March S and March 6,
1972 (rec‘ind from White Houle)............-........ 73’

Meetings and conversations between the President
and Charles Colson, March 6, 1972 (received from
Wh’.te nou’e)l.0...0'....'.......‘.0....Q.-l.........‘. 7‘1

John Ehrlichman log, March 21, 1972 (received
fm ssc)O.......O......'.....................‘."Q...' 7‘2

Willian Casey testimony, House Interstate and Foreign
Commerce Committee, Special Subcommittee on Investigations,
Hearings on Legislative Oversight of SEC: Agency
Independence and the ITT Case, June 27, 1973,

261"'6‘; 309‘1000.00".-...o........o..oo..c..'.o....’o 7‘3

William Casey calendar, March 6, 1972 (received
from U.S. Attorney, Southern District of New York)... 749
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<5 42 On Tuesday, March 7, 1972 in a prepared statement given under
57 oath before the Senate Committee on the Judiciary, Kleindienst described

j ;fz:he circumstances surrounding the request for an extension of time to

.. appeal ITT-Grinnell. He omitted mention of the President's order to drop

L e

Bt

. the case made during their telephone conversation of April 19, 1971.
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43, On March 8, 1972 Kleindienst testified before the Senate
Committee on the Judiciary and denied again that he was interfered
with, pressured, importuned or directed by anybody at the White House
in connection with the diacharge’of his responsibilities in the ITT

cases.
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In early March 1972 a White House task force, consisting of

]Lrlichman, Colson, Moore, Dean, Fielding, Johnson, Assistant Attorney
Ceneral Robert C. Mardian and others, was established to follow the
: gjgindiensc hearings; its activities continued throughout the month.
elding was given the responsibility of reviewing White House files

";*;and collecting all documents relating to ITT, which he proceeded to

-~
) R A

33
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44.3
44.4

44.5

Charles Colson testimony, House Interstate and Foreign
Commerce Committee, Special Subcommittee on Investigations,
Hearinge on Legislative Oversight of SEC: Agency Inde-
pendence and the ITT Case, 218...cccccveesscevcccnanccnccccses

Richard Moore testimony, 5 SSC 1947-48,...c00eeccccccccncoscce
Wallace Johnson affidavit, April 25, 1974, ,.....cc0ceenecncoccns
Robert Mardian testimony, 6 SSC 2348.,......cc00000c000ccavcces
John Dean testimony, House Interstate and Foreign

Commerce Committee, Special Subcommittee on Investigations,

Hearings on Legislative Oversight of SEC: Agency Inde-
pendence and the ITT Case, 66, 68 cccocerccscecrcncccnacnccons
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45, On March 14, 1972 John Mitchell appeared before the Senate
Committee on the Judiciary and twice denied under oath that he talked
to the President about the ITT antitrust litigation or any antitrust ;

litigation. On the evening of March 14, 1972 the President and Mitchell

had a telephone conversation which, according to Mitchell's logs, was

their only telephone conversation during the month.

-
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45.1 John Mitchell testimony, 2 KCH 539, 552, S571.....ccccceeneee.. THE

45.2 John Mitchell log, March 14, 1972 (received from SSC)......... 735g?
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26, On March 15, 1972 E. Howard Eut met with Colson, Johnson and
Timmons. It wvas determined that Hunt should interview Mrs. Beard
gespecting the authenticity of‘ the purported Beard memorandum. Hunt flew
to Denver and intervieved Mrs. Beard in her hospital room. On March 17,

%.',-; after his retumn to Washington, he prepared a detailed summary qf the

& - toterviev.

- — ’ Page
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. 778 | . 46.2 B. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3734-35, 3752-53cccecccaceces. 780
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Hamrandun regntding Dita Benrd, March 17, 1972
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47. "ITT" is written on Colson's calendar for the morning of
March 18, 1972. Colson had three telephone conversations with Mitchell
during the morning. That afternoon the President and Colson met for

aore than two hours.
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and Charles Colson, March 18, 1972 (received
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8. On March 24, 1972 the President held his only news conference

'.'huringlthe period of the Kleindienst nomination hearings. He stated

that nothing had happened in the Senate hearings that shook his confidence
in Kleindienst as an able, honest man fully qualified to be Attorney
General. He also praised the actions of Richard McLaren, and the

administration, in having moved effectively to stop the growth of ITT.

. Page

48.1 President Nixon news conference, March 24, 1972,
8 Presidential Documents 673~75.cceectccccccsacarcsonssss 800
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4. On the morning of March 30, 1972 Colson, Haldeman and MacGregor

met. That afternoon Colson sent a memorandum to Haldeman stating that

certain factors should be taken into account in determining whether to

continue to support, or to withdraw, Kleindienst's nomination, including

the poasibilitf that documents would be revealed tending to show that

the President was involved in the ITT situation in 1971 and contradicting

statements made by Mitchell under oath during the hearings. Haldeman

and Colson each had several conversations with the President on that day.
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attached memorandum (received from House

Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee)......ccc... 813
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Agency Independence and the ITT Case, 154-56,
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Memorandum from Richard Kleindienst and Richard
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49.10 Memorandum from John Ehrlichman to John Mitchell,
May 5, 1971 (received from White House) .c.cccceeccceees 829

49.11 Memoranda from John Ehrlichman to the President,
April 28, 1971 and May 3, 1971 (received from
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50. On April 4, 1972 Mitchell returned to his office after about
tvo weeks in Florida. That afternoon he met with the President_and
Haldeman at the White House. Accdrding to Haldeman's testimony before
the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities, his
notes taken during the meeting indicate that the Kleindienst hearings

were discussed.

Page
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On April 27, 1972, the final day of the Kleindienst confirmation

rings, Kleindienst, referring to his earlier testimony about commun-
zkions with persons at the White House, testified that 1f someone had
jed him to instruct him on the handling of the ITIT case, he would

gber such a call, Kleindienst said that no such_convorsation

' “md .
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51.1 Richard Kleindienst testimony, 2 KCH 95, 3 KCH
1673' 1682...‘...‘...'........‘..'C........‘......'... 8”

51.2 Richard Kleindienst statement, October 31, 1973,
reprinted in New York Times, November 1, 1973, 33..... 853
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52. The press provided extensive news coverage and frequent
editorial commentary on the Kleindienst confirmation hearings. John
Mitchell's denials that he discussed the ITT cases with President

Nixon were reported. Richard Kleindienst's descriptions of his role

in the ITT-Grinnell appeal and settlement were also reported; these

descriptions omitted reference to the President's order that the appeal

be dropped. ' ¥ qid

Page 4 ;;‘

52.1 Newspaper articles from The New York Times and
The Washington Post, February 25 - June 28,
1972, regarding hearings on the Nomination of
Richard Kleindienst to be Attorney General.......c.... 856

52.2 The Washington Post, March 10, 1972, A-1; A=)2........ 857
52.3 The New York Times, March 15, 1972; 1, 34.c..ccenn.... 858 sl
52.4 The Washington Post, April 27, 1972, A-l, A-T......... 859 N
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SEC.

This request was denied by Chairman Casey.

By letter dated April 25, 1972 from Senator Eastland, Chairman

‘the Senate Committee on the Judiciary, to SEC Chairman VillianvCaaey.

Letter dated April 22, 1971 from Harold Geneed
to Peter Peterson concerning their April 16,
1971 meeting with memorandum on antitrust

policy attached.

Letter dated April 22, 1971 from William
Merriam to John Comnally referring to the ITT
antitrust litigation.

Letter dated April 26, 1971 from William
Mertiam ¢o Peter Peterson referring to planned
antitrust legislation.

Letter dated April 30, 1971 from William
Merrianm to Peter Peterson referring to Solicitor
General Griswold's request for an extension of
time to perfect the ITT-Grimmell appeal.

Letter dated August 7, 1970 from Thomas Casey
of ITT to Charles Colson discussing the pending
ITT antitrust litigation.

Letter dated August 7, 1970 from "Ned" [Edward
Gerrity] to Vice President Spiro Agnew with
memorandum about ITT antitrust litigation
attached.

ITT inter-corporate memorandum dated August 10,
1970 from Edward Gerrity to John Ryan discussing,

among other thihgs, BRichard McLaren and the Admini-

stration's merger policy.

(59)
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ITT inter-corporate memorandum dated August 24,
1970 from William Merriam to John Ryan discussing,
among other things, the ITT antitrust litigationm,
Richard MclLaren and contacts with the Administra~-
tion.
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& On June 8, 1972 the Senate confirmed Kleindienst's nomination.

;on June 12, 1972 he became Attorney General.
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55.

On three occasions in September 1972 Congressman Harley Staggers,

Chairman of the House Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, Special

Subcommittee on Investigations, requested from SEC Chairman William Casey

access to material received from ITT by the SEC in connection with the

SEC's investigation of ITT. Chairman Casey discussed Chairman Staggers'

request with Mitchell, Dean and Colson. By letters to Chairman Staggers,

Chairman Casey refused the requests. The ITT material was transferred by

the SEC to the Department of Justice on October 6, 1972. 1In addition, an

envelope containing other documents obtained from ITT which reflected con-

tacts in 1970 and 1971 between representatives of ITT and Administration

officials was delivered separately by the SEC to the office of Deputy

Attorney General Erickson.
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e In a letter dated October 17, 1972 Chairman Staggers requested

'.!Lon Deputy Attorney General Erickson access to thé ITT materials re-

ferred to the Department of Justice by the SEC. Erickson denied the : R des

request on the grounds that disclosure might prejudice any future crimi-

nal proceedings.
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£ % describing the President's role in the ITT antitrust cases and their

settlement.
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4 - 58. On May 16, 1974, Richard Kleindienst pleaded guilty to one coumt
’ of refusing or failing fully to respond to questions propounded to him by 3
i the Senate Committee on the Judiciary on March 2, 3, 7, and 8 and April 27,

! 1972.
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32.1 PURPORTED DITA BEARD MEMORANDUM, JUNE 25, 1971, 2 KCH 447-48

447
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL
Washington Office

1707 L Street. N.W:
Washington, D.C. 20036
Tel. (202) 295-6000

To: W. R. Mernam . Date:* June 25, 1971
Frén: D. D. Beard ~\-/
Subjest:  San Diego Convention

I just'had a long talk with EJG. I'm so sorry that we got that call

from ‘thé White House. I thought you and ‘I-had agreed very thoroughly

. that under no circumstances would anyone in this office discuss with
anyone our participation in the Convention, including me, Other than
permitting John Mitchell, Ed Reinecke, Bob Haldemarr-and Nixon
(oendes Wilson, of course) no one has known from whom that 400
thqusand committment had come. You can't imagine how many queries
I've had from "friends" about this situation.and I have in each and every
cau'demed knowledge of any kind. It would be wise for all of us here
to continue to do that, regardless of from whom any queations come;
White House or whoever. John Mitchell has certainly kept it on the -
higher level only, we should be abie to do the same.

I was afraid the discussion about t_he three hundred/four hundred
thousand committment would come up soon. If you remember, I sug-
.gested that we all stay out of that, other than the fact that 1 told you
I had heard Hal up the ongmal amount,

.Kow'I understand from Ned that both he and you are upset about-
the decision to make it four hundred in services. -‘Believe me, this i{s
not what Hal said. Just after I talked with Ned, Wilson called me, to0
report on his meeting with Hal. Hal at no time told Wilson that our
.donation would be in services ONLY. In fact,” quite the contrary.
There would be very little cash involved, but certainly some. Iam
convinced, because of several conversations with Louie re Mitchell,
that our noble committment has gont a long way toward our negotia-~
tions on.the mergers eventually coming out as Hal wants them., -Cer-
tainly the-President has told Mitchell io see.that things are worked out.

Cont'd.
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32.1 PURPORTED DITA BEARD MEMORANDUM, JUNE 25, 1971, v2 KCH 447-48

448

Page 2 PERSONAL AND CCXFIDZITIAL

fairly. It ia still only McLaren's mickey-mouse we are suffering.

We all know Hal and his big mouth! But this is one time he canao:
tell you and Ned one thing and Wilson (and me) another!

1 hope, dear Bill, that all of this can be reconciled -~ beiweer Hal
and Wilson ~- if al! of us in this office remain totally ignorant ¢l any
committment [TT has made to anyone. If it gets too much publicity,
you can believe our negoiiations with Justice will wind us sha: down.
Mitchell is definitely helping us, but cannot let it be known. Piease
desiroy this, huh?

(615)
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34.1 WASHBINGTON POST, FEBRUARY 29, 1972, Bll

|

| The Washington Merry.Go-Round . THE WASHINGTON POST Turser, fo.»vm B11

i

_By Jack/ Anderson

Mitchell at the Govermor’s

tm:n:inn in Xentucky during a

We now have evidence that
the settlement of the Nixon
administration’s biggest anti-
trust case wss privately ar-
ranged between Attorney Gen-

voived., |

‘| We have this on the word

- | of the lobbyist herselt, crusty,
capabie Dita Beard of the In-

ternational = Telephone and

. | obtained a higbly incriminat.
" 1inz memo, written by her, from
ITT’s tiles.

The memo, which was In-
tended to be destroyed after it
was read, not only indicates
that the ontitrust case had
been fixed but that the fix was
' 1x payoff for 1TT’s pledge of
- |up to $400,000 for the upcom-
‘ng Republican convention in

in Dlego. .

Confronted ‘with the memo,
~Mﬂ. Beard acknowledged its
authenticity. The ‘next night,
badly shaken and acting
against the wishes of I'TT offi.

W2,

‘{ clate Brit Hume at her heme
to try to explain the docu-
" |ment. :

By this time, she said, ITT
security ofticers from com-
pany - headquarters in New
. {York had put most of her of-
1 fice files through a document
shredder to prevent their
i being subpoenaed after disclo-
i sure of the memo.’

. She said she met with

s
“

. | Telegraph Co. She acknowl-|
‘| edged the secret deal aiter we!

cials who wanted her to leave|
" |town, she met witk my asso-|

|dinner reception given by Re-
i publican Gov. Louie Nunn last
May after the Kentucky
Derby.

At the governors reception,

launched into sn bhour-long
diatribe against ber. He criti-
| cized her for putting pressure
Ithrough Congress and the
on .the Justice Department
White House on the anti-trust
cases. :

She said Mitchell confided
to her he was sympathetic to
ITT bdut had been prevented
untll then from helping the
company because of the zeal
of the Justice Department’s
anti-trust chief, Richard Me.
Laren,

After his harangue, Mrs.
Beard said, Mitchell agreed to
discuss the anti-trust matters

you want?” meaning what
companies did ITT most want
to keep if the antitrust cases
were settled. . :

“YVe have to have Hartford
Fire because of the economy,”
Mrs. Beard recalled saying.

She said she also told Mitch.
ell ITT wanted to keep “part
of the Grinnell Corporation,”
a manufacturing concern. She
said Mitchell at first replied,
“You can't have part of Grin.
nell,” but he subsequently re
lented,

and asked bluntly, “What dol

And, she said, when the Jus-
tice Department announced itsI
settlement with ITT on July

31, more than two months
later, it conformed to the
agreement she had made with
Mitchell. :

Mrs. Beard Insisted the sub.
ject of the GOP convention
never came up with Mitchell

_ Teral Joan JMitchell and the top:sne said, Mitchell took Deriand was never a factor in the
i lothyist for the company id-!3ad Nuna asice and to ner as-ianti-trust matter, But this
itonishment and shock,clearly contradicts her memo.

randum, which was written
about six weeks after the Ken-
tucky Derby dinner.

It is addressed to W. R.
(BU1) Merriam, head of ITT's
Washington office. It is
marked “Personal and Confi-
dential” and its last line asks,
“Please destroy this, huh?”

The memo warns Merriam
to keep quiet about.the ITT
cash pledge for the Republi-
can convention. “John Mitch.
ell bas certainly kept it on the
higher level only,” the memo
says, “we should be abie to do
the same . . . . .

“1 am convinced, because of
several conversations with'
Louie (Gov. Nunn) re Mitchell
that our noble commitment
has gone a long way toward
our negotiations on the merg-
ers coming.out as Hal (ITT
President Harold Geneen)
wants them.

“Certainly the President has
told Mitchell to sse that
things are worked out fairly.
It is still only*McLaren’s mick-|
ey-mouse we are sufiering . . .

“If (the convention.commit.
ment) gets too much publicity,
you can believe our negotia-
tions with Justice will wind up
shot down. Mitchell is defi-

Secret Memo Bares Mitchell-ITT Move.

. K)
nitely helping us, but cannot: .
let it be known.” h Lo

ITT Replies - =
ITT issued the following~ .

statement yesterday. .- ' a

i “There was no deal of any.

ikind to. settle our i .

cases. It is unfair to the in- .-

gest such a possibility. Agree- -
ment was reached with the.
Justice Department only after O
hard negotiations between our .,
outside iegal counsel and the
then-Assistant - Attorney Gen-. '
eral Richard McLaren and his ,
staff. . . Loy,
“Neither Mrs. ‘Beard nor. .
anyone else except lezalw
counsel was authorized to care
Ty on such negotiations. The.y
Juoe 23, 1871, memorandum-”
attributed to 3Mirs. Beard was>™.
seen for the first time by the
ITT official to whom it was,.
addressed when - -it.. was..-
brought in by a member of..;
Mr. . Anderson's. staff .last. -
week. - N Lo
“The San- Diego -contridues
tion of the Sheraton Hotelss
was made as a non-partisan---.
joint ‘effort of the.San Diegors
community and was purely in-z. |

Sheraton has two hotels in:

der construction which ‘would.
be completed in time for the _
convention. There was no tie-
in of any kind between this .
local joint. participation” and °. -
any other aspects of. ITT’s .
business.” S N

Bel-McClure Synd:cate

(634)

dividuals involved to even sug- .

support of a local sitmation. - .

San Diego and a third is un-ss |-
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34.1 WASHINGTON POST,

MARCH 1, 1972, ‘B1S

The Washmgton Merry Go-Ronnd

Kleindienst Accused in ITT Case,

By ]ackém{amn
We have oW ed

that Attorney Generaldesig-
nate Rieaard Klsindienst toid
an outrigat lis about the. Jus-

Nixon adxn!.n!stnuon’s mxzat
antitrust case. -

The case mlvedt.bo Inter-
national Telephone and Tele-
graph conglomerate, which ap-
peared on the way to:a Sw
preme Court showdowm with
the Justice- Department -over
ITT's takeover of. the huge|l

Last July, however, the case
was abruptly:- lett.led. The
terms;. considered highly. fa-
vorable to ITT, were -an-
nounced at the same time 1TT
secretly pledged up to saoo 000
to suppart the Republican
vention in San Diego tms
year. A check for $100,000 has
already been written.

Denying any connection be-
tween the convention cash and
the antitrust settlement,
Kleindienst insisted that.the
|Justice Department’s ~anti-
trust staff had been free from
any  political presurt -from
abaove. .

“The utﬂment “between
fhe Department of Justice and
ITT was handled and negoti-
ated exclusively by Assistant
Attorney General Richard .
MeLaren (then head of the an-
dtitrust diviston),” Kleindienst
said in s letter to Democratic

National Chairmaa Lanty
O'Brien. :
However, we have now

learned that Kle.{ndlenst hnn-
self held roughly a half-dozen
secret” meetings on the. ITT
leass with a . director o the
company before -~the. settle-
ment was reacaed, .

The direcwr, - Wall St:met
financier Felix Robatyn,.con-
ceded to ug that he met in pri-
vate. with XKleindienst,. who
was then Deputy: Attorney
General, at. the same time
McLaren was negotiat.ing w'h‘.h
ITT's lawyers. - -

-“I was supposed to make the
case on the economic side of

Brit Hume. Be said he particu-
larly stressed to Kleindienst
ITTs arguments ior keeping
Hartford Flre.’ .

Kleimdienst anhcxty

Kleindienst's - duplicity.
further evidence that the ad-
ministration has much to hide
in the ITT affair, which looks
mare snspxdnus the more we
investigate it.

Not. only Kleindienst; but
his- boss, outgoing 'Attorney
General John Mitchell, has
now been linked to the settle-
ment.: Mitchell had officially
disqualified” himseif from the

R 4

ship with ITT. Yet Dita Beard,
and|the company's . top lobbyist,

she arranged the settlernent
with JMitchell in a private con-
versation at the governor’s
mansion in Kentucky after
last year’s Kentucky Derby, -
Her admission came after
we obtained an extraordinary

confidential memo, written by

it,* Rohatyn told my associate|.

,“no

case because of an old relation-

has - now acknowledged that

" THE ¥ ASHINGTON POST - Wednesday, Harch 1, 1571 g 13

he.r trom ITT': mes Tne
memo suggested strongly that
the "settlement was made. in
2xcharge. for. ITT'S piedge. of
casb support ior the Repunh-
can copventon. .

Mrs. Beard also told us that
the day:after we confronted
her with the memo, ITT sect-
rity : men : from New . York
shredded. many of her otfice
iifles-becauss they feared the
papers might be subpoenaed
2v;hen tha memo becamv pub-

Mxtcheu “would not dxscnss
the. spatter --with us. John
Hushen, a Justics Department
spokesman, .told us there was
truth” to  Mrs. Beard's
story. He acknowledged, how
ever, that Mitchell had spoken

-iS{to . Mrs. Beard at the goves:

nor’s mznsmn.

We 'gave Hushen spec!ﬁc
questions to ask the Attorney
General. But four hours later,

after conferring with Mitchell,

he called us back without the
answers. . . © . . ..
.Instead, he: urged that we
withhold ‘our story: on Mrs.
Beard’'s. version of “évents
until, as Hushen put it “we
get all our ducks in a row.” He
said Mitchell- would “prove”
the falsehood of Mrs. Beard's
incriminating memo, but three
days later, no proof had ap-
peared.

Repubhcan Names

The June 235, 1971, memo is
studded with such biz Repub-
lican names as Pr-stdent

N’xxon. Imtchel.l, Calx.fcmia Lt.

Gov. Ed Ranech‘; Sn Dlegn.
Congressman Bob_ Wilses, -
YWhite H;ul? sa.xde Bob Halde-
man an (B.It),ﬁemﬂ.
ITT's president. < .

It i3 addressed. .w R.(Btﬂ)-, .
Merriam, managee: of ITI'S
Washington office. “T thouzat
you and I bad agreed very
thoroughly that urnder no cm
cumstances would anyone in
this office discuss with anyons
our partcipation in the Can-
vention, mclnd!nz Jno." Mr:.
Benédtbwrcte. :

“Othber thzn— penn‘lt
John Mitchell; Ed Reinecks,
Bob Haldeman and Nixon (be
sides Wilson, of course) noone -
bas known from whom-that
400 thousand eommitment had -
come . . . Jolm Mitchell .hasy -
certainly kept it on the higher -
level only, we should bl .hll
to do the same . ..”.

> -

several conversations with
Louie (Nunn) re Mitchell that -
our . noble . commitment has -
gone a long way toward our .
negitiations on the mergzers
eventually coming out as Hal
(Geneen) wants them. Cen
tainly the President has told -
Mitchell to see that things are -
worked out fairly.-It is stll
only McLaren's mickey-mouse
wemsuﬂering....

“1f (the . convention cash)
gets - too much publicity yon
can. believe our negotations

*{with Justice will' wind up shot

down. - Mitchell Is .definitely
lelping us, but cannot let it bg
known. Please destroy t..i:
]hnh’ )

o197, mu-:ucu.-m.o :

41-582 O - T4 - 11
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8¢.1 WASEINGTON POST,\MARCH 3, 1972, D15

'l'lm Wnslllngttm Morry-f'o-nonnd

‘Contradictions Clted in I TT Case

/
]
: ! By ]acfc ll_nder:on .

. . .The Justice Department and
1international Telcphone and
1Telegraph are now irving to

le their way out of a scandal
over the suspicious, sudden
settiement of a Inndmurk antl-
trust suit against ITT.

In earlier columns, we dis-

| closed a remarkable 1TT memo
i indicating the Justice Depart-

ment granted the favorable

{settlement in exchange for
{ cash support of the upmmmg
| Republican convention in Qan

Dlego.
- The author of the- memo,
ITT lobbyist Dita Beard, toid

lus she arranged the =ellie-

ment herself in a private con-
versation with Attorney Gen-
eral John Mitchell at a Ken-
tucky dinner party. . :

Mitchell refusc to talk to
us, : A spokesman, John Hush-
en, urged ug to withhold our
story until he could “get our
ducks In a row” He then

Jwaited three days before call-
Ing us back with a terse state-

ment from Mitchell.

The staicment says the At
torney Genetal "was not in-
volved In any way' with the
Republican National Commit-
tee convenlion negotirtinng
and had no knowledge of any-

}one from! the committee or
‘| elsewhere dealing with Inter-

national Telephone and Tele-

.{m h”
'.‘.

Thll isfalse. Inmid Mny lnst

: Mm'hrll Mlnlcdda

vear, Calllm‘hla Lt Gov. Ed
Reinecke and an alde, Edgar
Glllenwalvrs, met with Mitch-
ell in his Washington office to

discuss cflorts to haold the con-
\entlnn ln ﬂnn Dlego

We could not reach _Re!n
ecke, But Gillenwaters told us
he and Reinecke personslly in-
formed Miichell that ITT had
offered in put up ax much as
$400,000 1o support & GOP
conveniion in San Diego.

“He liked the idea of (hav-
Ing the convention in) San Di-
ego,” Clilenwaters said of
Mitchell. “He didn't need any
persuading. He said, ‘}f yvou
can dn It more powcr to
you.'"

ITr alan tasued & slnusment
on the matter which Insisted
that only Itc lawyers were an-
thorized to deal with the Jus
tice Départment on the antl.
trust €ascs..  “Neither Mra.
Beard nor anynne else except
legal ¢ounsel was authorized
to carry on such negotiations,”
the statement said.

This is also false, Fellx Ro
hatyn, an Investment banker
and dirdetor of I'TT, told us he
held a aerles of ahout a half-
dozen srerel meetines during
the merger negotiations with
Depuiy  Allorney  Genersl
Richmid Kisindienst. Rohatyn
said ha was specifically au-

thorized tn “make the case on

rm: msmcron POST |

Friday, ereh 3, 1972 D15

the  economic slde“ by ITT
President Harold S. Geneen.

Rohatyn's scknowledgment
also puts the lie to an earlier
statement by Kleindienst, who
has heen named to replace
Mitchell as Attorney General.

"1On December 13, Kleindlenst

wrote {0 Democratic National
Chairman Larry -O'Brien to
deny that high-level political
pressure had been exerted on
the Justice Department’s antl-
trust staf{ in the ITT case.
“The scttlement between
the Department of Justice and
ITT was handled and nego-
tiated exclusively by Assisiant
Attorney General Richard W.
MeLaren (then head of the
anti-trust division),” the Kleln-
dnenst letter said. .
" Obviously, |t Kleiudiensl
were holding 'secret tatks with
Rohatyn on the case, it could
nol have heen “handled” and
negotinted “exclussvely” by
Mc)..aren and lT’r’a lawyers.

Undcr the Dome

. Sen. Jennings Randolph, the
West Virginia Democrat who
fought for the eighteen-year-
old vote for 30 years, recently
went home to personally es-
cort a tollege student to the
voler registration desk.  The
unawed young lady regislered
Republican &, . Sen. Marlow
Cook (R-Ky.), ranking minor-
ity member of the Senate
Penitentiaries Suhcommittee,
will soon.be tsking a hard

- Jit"=. . Doug Toms, Federal

‘plants and see whelher Honda

look at the fedenl prison re- -
habilitation programs. Cook
hopes to kick off two days of
hearings this April with testi-y
mony by James Hoffa . . . P
As ‘2 mémber of the’ power-—
ful Senate Commerce Commit-;;
{ee,  Indiana Democrat Vance:
Hurtke will have a jot to say
about whether the national no- .
fault automobile insurance bill -
ever reaches the Senate floor. .
His opinion may be colored .
somewhat by the fact that he
is a full-fledges, dues-paying .
(3175 per year) “sustaining.
member” of the American -
Trial Lawyers Association — -
the lawyers’ group which is
1obbying mightily to kill the
no-fault proposal .- i
The black-owned Afro-Amer-- . .
ican newspaper appeared on i
the newsstand in a Senate din- ;
ing room recently and stayed -
there exgctly one day before:
irate Senate Restaurants Man.:
ager: Joaeph Diamond banned

highway safety director, may-;
Jeave his job to take a crack

at politics in Washington state. *.
Toms was bitterly disappoint- ..
ed whoen he couldn't get De. ©
troit to put airbags in all pas-
genger cars by the 1874 mod-
els. He recuperated from the
sethack with a brrezy 21day’. .
junket to Japan to visit auto

can develop a safer motor-
cycle, - .
. _ B-McClure lynuu'u
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
v Civil Action No. 98-1232 (CKK)

MICROSOFT CORPORATION,

Defendant.

STATE OF NEW YORK, et al.,
Plaintiffs

v Civil Action No. 98-1233 (CKK)

MICROSOFT CORPORATION,

Defendant.

ORDER
In light of the recent tragic events affecting our Nation, this Court regards the benefit
* which will be derived from a quick resolution of these cases as increasingly significant.
Accordingly, to avoid the expenditure of the parties’ financial resources on litigation costs which
will surely be incurred if these cases continue to be litigated, the Court will order the parties into
settlement for a fixed period of time, commencing as of the date of this Order and expiring on

November 2, 2001. The Court expects that during this time the parties and counsel will fully

MTC-00030031 1100



expend and concentrate all of their resources upon resolving these cases through a fair settlement
for all parties. If the cases have not been fully resolved through settlement by November 2, 2001,
then the Court will proceed with the scheduling order to be addressed at the September 28, 2001,
scheduling conference and entered immediately thereafter.

The parties have indicated that if the cases are to be settled they can best resolve these
cases without the assistance from a mediator. It has been three months since the appellate court
rendered its decision with no resolution reached by the parties. The Court will give the parties
until October 12, 2001, to settle the cases on their own. However, if at the end of that time, they
have not been fully successful, the parties shall submit to Chambers, on October 12, 2001, the
name of an agreed-upon individual to act as facilitator/mediator to assist the parties in their
efforts. If the parties cannot agree upon an individual, then the Court will appoint such an
individual to act as their facilitator/mediator. Any payment due the facilitator/mediator shall be
borne equally among the three parties. At ten-day intervals, without disclosing or discussing the
contents of the settlement discussion, the parties shall participate in a conference call to apprize
the Court of their progress in settling the cases. The Court will not entertain any requests for
extensions of the deadlines.

The Court cannot emphasize too strongly the importance of making these efforts to settle
the cases and resolve the parties’ differences in this time of rapid national change. The claims by
Plaintiffs of anticompetitive conduct by Microsoft arose over six years ago, and these cases have
been litigated in the trial and appellate court for over four years. As the Court of Appeals has
noted, the relevant time frame for this dispute spans "an etemnity in the computer industry." The
Court expects that the parties will act in good faith and will engage in an all-out effort to settle

these cases, meeting seven days a week and around the clock, acting reasonably to reach a fair
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resolution.

Based on the foregoing, it is this ___day of September, 2001, hereby

ORDERED that all proceedings in the above captioned cases are stayed until November
2,2001; and it is further

ORDERED that during this time, counsel shall focus all of their attention on the
settlement of these cases; and it is further

ORDERED that the parties shall be permitted to proceed without a facilitator/mediator
until October 12, 2001, and thereafter until a facilitator/mediator is appointed; and it is further

ORDERED that if no resolution is reached by October 12, 2001, on that date, the parties
shall submit to Chambers the name of an agreed-upon individual to serve as a facilitator/mediator;
if the parties are unable to agree upon such an individual, the Court will appoint such an
individual to serve as a facilitator/mediator; and it is further

ORDERED that the parties shall participate in a conference call to Chambers on October
12,2001, and on October 22, 2001, wherein the parties shall report the status of their negotiations
to the Court.

SO ORDERED.

COLLEEN KOLLAR-KOTELLY
United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plainnff,
vs. . | Civil Action No. 98-1232 (CKX)
MICROSOFT CORPORATION,
Defendant.
STATE OF NEW YORK ex rel. . .
Anorney General ELIOT SPITZER, et ai., Filed: November 6, 2001
Plaint ffs, .
vs. Civil Action No. 98-1233 (CKX)
MICROSOFT CORPORATION, Next Court Deadline: November 6, 2001
Status Conference
Defendant.
STIPULATION

Plaindffs United States of America (“United Suites™) and the States of New York,
Ohio, Dlinois, Xenrucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, North Carolina and Wisconsin and
Defendant Microscft Corporation (“Micn;soﬁ"), by and through their respective attomeys,
having agreed to the entry of this Stipulation, it is hereby stipulated and agreed that:

1. A Final Judginent in the form attached hereto may be filed aud entered by the
Court. upon the moton of any party or upon the Court’s own movion, al any time after
compliagce with the requirements of the Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Acr, 15 US.C.
§ 16, and without further notice 10 any party or onher. procecdings. ptovided that the United

States bas not withdrawn its consent, which it may do at any time before the entry of the .
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revised proposed Final Judgment by serving notice thereof on Microsoft and by filing that
notice with the Court.

2. Unless otherwise provided in the revised proposed Final Judgment, Microsoft

shall begin complying with the revised proposed Final Judgment. as it was in full force and
effect starting on December 16, 2001. Subject to the foregoing, Microsoft agrees to be bound
by the pravisions of the revised proposed Final Judgment pending its entry by the Court. If
the United States withdraws its consent, or jf (a) the revised proposed 'Final Judgment is not
entered pursuapt to the temms of the Stipulaton, (b) tbe time has cxpired for all appeals of any
Court ruling declining to eater the revised propased Final Judgment, and (c) the Court bas not
otherwise ordered continved compliance with the terms and provisions of the revised
proposed Final Judgment, then all of the parties shall be released from all further obligations
under this Stipulation, and the making of this Stipulatdon shall be without prejudice to any
party in this or any other proceeding.

3. Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(g), within ten (10) days of the submission of the
revised proposed Final Judgment, Microsoft will file with the Court a description of any and
all wrinten or oral communications by or on behalf of Microsoft, or other person, with any
officer of cmployee of the United States concerning ot velevant 1o the revised proposed Final
Judgment, except that any such communications made by counsel of record alooe with the
Attomey General or the employees of the United States Department of Justice alone shall be

excluded from this requirement.

4. Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(b), on er before November 16, 2001, the United

States will ﬁ]e with the Copﬁ a Competitive Impact Statement explaining the terms of the
tevised proposed Final Judgment. The United States will publish the revised proposed Final
Judgment and Competitive Impact Staternent in the Federal Register. '

5. The United States will publish a notice informing the public of the revised

proposed Final Judgment and public comment period in the Washingion Post and the San
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Jose Mercury News, for seven days over 2 period of two weeks commencing no later than

November 15, 2001.

6. Members of the public may submit written comments about the revised

proposed Final Judgment to a designated official of the Andtrust Division of the United States
Department of Justice for 2 period of 60 days afier publicaton of the revised proposed Final

Judgment and Competitive Impact Statemnent in the F ederal Register.

7. Within 30 days after the close of the 60-day public cornment period, the United

States will file with the Court and publish in the Federal Register any comrments it receives
and its response to those comments.

8. Once the aforementioned procedures have been compiled with, the United

States will file with the Court a certification of compliance with the requirements of 15 U.S.C.
§ 16, and 2 Motion for Entry of Rewvised Proposed Final Judgroent, uvnless it withdraws its
consent 1o enry of the revised proposed Final Judgment pursuant to paragraph 2, gbove. At
~ any tme thereafter, and at the conclusion of any further proccedings ordered by the court
pursuant 1o 15 U.S.C. § 16(f), the Court may then epter the revised proposed Final Judgment,
provided that the Court delermines that entry of the revised proposed Final Judgment will
serve the bublic interest. . .

DATED this 6th day of November, 2001

FOR PLAINTIFF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:

//a,/m_ %‘\

CHARLES AFANES \ (Bar No. 29220}
Assistant Attorney Genelal
Antitrust Division

United States Deparunent of Justice
901 Pennsylvanin Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530

(202) 514-2401
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L

FOR PLAINTIFFS THE STATES OF NEW YORK,

ORIO, ILLINOIS, KENTUCKY, LOUISIANA,

MARYLAND, MICHIGAN, NORTH CAROLINA
AND WISCONSIN:

b

Eliot Spitzer

Atoraey General of New York
120 Broadway

New York, New York 10271
(212) 416-8282

FOR DEFENDANT MICROSOFT CORPORATION:

Nl Wl

/'__r?% WARDEN  (Bar No. 222083)
Sulhvah & Cromwell

125 Broad Sueet

New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-4000
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
v Civil Action No. 98-1232 (CKK)

MICROSOFT CORPORATION,

Defendant.

STATE OF NEW YORK, et al.,
Plaintiffs
v Civil Action No. 98-1233 (CKK)

MICROSOFT CORPORATION,

Defendant.

ORDER

Pursuant to the status hearing held on November 6, 2001, it is this eighth day of

November, 2001, hereby
ORDERED that the above-captioned cases shall proceed on two independent tracks:

* "Track I" is the label the Court shall use to refer to the Court's review, pursuant to the
Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act (Tunney Act), 15 U.S.C. § 16(b)-(h), of the
proposed Final Judgment which reflects a settlement of Civil Action No. 98-1232 in its
entirety and a partial settlement of Civil Action No. 98-1233.

* "Track II" is the label the Court shall use to refer to the remaining litigation between the
States proceeding to litigation and Microsoft concerning an appropriate remedy in Civil

Action No. 98-1233.
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Accordingly, with regard-to Track L it is hereby
. ORDERED that the States choosing to join the settlement shall inform the Court not later
than November 9, 2001, of the identity of the individual(s) who will serve as their
representative(s) in future proceedings before the Court;' and it is further
ORDERED that the United States shall inform the Court of the anticipated date of
publication of the proposed Final Judgment and Competitive Impact Statement in the Federal
Register as soon as such date is available; and it is further
ORDERED that, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(b), the proposed Final Judgment, in its final
form, and Competitive Impact Statement shall be filed with the Court not later than November 15,
2001; and it is further
ORDERED that, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(g), within ten days of the publication of the
proposed Final Judgment in the Federal Register, Microsoft shall file with the Court a description
. of any and all written or oral communications by or on behalf of Microsoft, or other person, with
any officer or employee of the United States concerning or relevant to the proposed Final
Judgment, except that any such communications made by counsel of record alone with either the
Attorney General or the employees of the United States Department of Justice shall be excluded
from this requirement; and it is further
ORDERED that, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 16(c), the United States shall publish in the

Washington Post, the San Jose Mercury News, and the New York Times a notice containing a

'While the Court is aware that the requirements of the Antitrust Procedures and Penalties
Act (Tunney Act) apply onlyto proposals for "consent judgment([s] submitted by the United
States," 15 U.S.C. § 16(b), the Court presumes that the States which have chosen to enter into a
settlement agreement with Microsoft will play an active role in advocating the entry of the
consent judgment proposed in this case.
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summary of the terms of the proposed Final Judgment, a summary of the Competitive Impact
Statement, and a list of materials and documents which the United States shall make available for
purposes of meaningful public comment and the place where such materials and documents are
available for public inspection. Such publication shall continue for seven days over a penod of
two weeks, commencing not later than November 15, 2001; and it is further

ORDERED that members of the public may submit written comments concerning the
proposed Final Judgment to a designated official of the Antitrust Division of the Uni'ted States
Department of Justice for a period of 60 days following publication of the proposed Fina
Judgment and Competitive Impact Statement in the Federal Register; and it is further

ORDERED that, within thirty days after the close of the 60-day public comment period,
the United States shall file with the Court and publish in the Federal Register its responses to any
comments received; and it is further

ORDERED that, simultaneous with the filing of its response to the comments of the
public, the United States shall file any appropriate legal briefing with the Court; and it is further

ORDERED that upon completion of the above procedures, the United States shall file
with the Court a certification of compliance with the requirements of the Antitrust Procedures and
Penalties Act (Tunney Act), 15 U.S.C. § 16(b)-(h).

As discussed at the November, 6, 2001, hearing, following the close ofthe 60-day public-
comment period, the Court will hold a status conference wherein the parties shall address the

nature and need for a hearing concerning the proposed final judgment.
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With regard to Track II, it is hereby

ORDERED that any and all motions in limine shall be filed not later than February 22,
2002; and it is further

ORDERED that a Pre-hearing Conference shall be held on March 4, 2002, at 9 a.m.

SO QRDERED.

As discussed at the hearing on November 6, 2001, following the filing of the parties’ '
proposals for remedial relief in early December, the Court will require the parties proceeding
along Track II to file a Joint Status Report which addresses any remaining issues concerning the

nature of the remedy hearing. Thereafter, the Court will set a date for a status conference.

COLLEEN KOLLAR-KOTELLY
United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. Civil Action No. 98-1232 (CKK)

MICROSOFT CORPORATION,
Defendant.

STATE OF NEW YORKX ex. rel.
Attorney General ELIOT SPITZER, et al.,

Plaintiffs,
vs. Civil Action No. 98-1233 (CKK)
Next Court Deadline: March 4, 2002
MICROSOFT CORPORATION, * Status Conference
Defendant. '

N Naw N Nt Naw Nat Nt g N ' N et v e Nau s s Nmat New “wnt

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

Please enter the appearance of Charles F. Rule (Bar No. 370818) as counsel for defendant

Microsoft Corporation.

Respectfully submitted,

Charles F. Rule (D.C. Bar #370818)
Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver & Jacobson
1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.-W.,

Suite 800 .'
Washington, D.C. 20004-2505
Telephone No. 202-639-7300

Attorney for Defendant
Dated: November 15, 2001 Microsoft Corporation
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, :
Civil Action No. 98-1232 (CKK)

V.

MICROSOFT CORPORATION,
Defendant.

STATE OF NEW YORK ex. rel.
Attorney General ELIOT SPITZER, et al.,

Plaintiffs,
Civil Action No. 98-1233 (CKK)
V.
Next Court Deadline: March 4, 2002
MICROSOFT CORPORATION, f Status Conference
Defendant.

DEFENDANT MICROSOFT CORPORATION’S DESCRIPTION
OF WRITTEN OR ORAL COMMUNICATIONS CONCERNING
THE REVISED PROPOSED FINAL JUDGMENT AND
CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE UNDER 15 U.S.C. § 16(g)

In conformance with Section 2(g) of the Antitrust Procedures ;cmd Penalties Act
(“APPA”), 15 U.S.C. § 16(g), defendant Microsoft Corporation (“Microsoft”) respect-
fully submits the following description of “any and all written or oral pommunications by
or on behalf of” Microsoft “with any officer or employee of the United States concerning
or relevant to” the Revised Proposed Final Judgment filed in these actions on November

6,2001. In accordance with the requirements of the APPA, this description excludes
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only “communications made by counsel of record alone with the Attorney General or the

employees of the Department of Justice alone.”

4y Following the Court’s Order dated September 27, 2001, and continuing
through November 6, 2001, counsel for Microsoft met on a virtually daily
basis with counsel for the United States and the plaintiff States in
Washington, D.C. After the Court appointed Professor Eric Green of
Boston University School of Law as mediator on October 12, 2001,
Professor Green and his colleague Jonathan Marks pa.r"cicipated in many of
those meetings. From October 29, 2001 through Nove;nber 2,2001, will
Poole, a Microsoft vice president, also participated in some of the

meetings.

2 On October 5, 2001, counsel for Microsoft met with representatives of the
United States and the plaintiff States in Washington, D.C. to answer a
variety of technical questions. Linda Averett, Michaef Wallent, Robert
Short and Chad Knowlton of Microsoft attended this meeting, as did
Professor Edward Felten of Princeton University, one c!>f plaintiffs’

technical experts. ‘

Microsoft certifies that, with this submission, it has complied with the require-
ments of 15 U.S.C. § 16(g) and that this submission is a true and complete description of

such communications known to Microsoft.
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Dated: Washington, D.C.
December 10, 2001

William H. Neukom

Thomas W. Burt

David A. Heiner, Jr.

Diane D’ Arcangelo

Christopher J. Meyers
MICROSOFT CORPORATION
One Microsoft Way

Redmond, Washington 98052
(425) 936-8080

Dan K. Webb
WINSTON & STRAWN
35 West Wacker Drive
Chicago, Illinois 60601
(312) 558-5600

Charles F. Rule (Bar No. 370818)

FRIED, FRANK, HARRIS, SHRIVER
& JACOBSON

1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20004-2505

(202) 639-7300

Respectfully submitted,

John L. Warden (Bar Nu. 222083)
Richard J. Urowsky

Steven L. Holley

Michael Lacovara

Richard C. Pepperman, II

Ronald J. Colombo '
SULLIVAN & CROMWELL

125 Broad Street

New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-4000

Bradley P. Smith (Bar No. 468060)
SULLIVAN & CROMWELL

1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

(202) 956-7500 "

Counsel for Defendant
Microsoft Corporation
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 Wnited States District Counrt
for the Bistrict of Coliombia

e o " ECF

Attorney General ELIOT SPITZER, et al.,
: Plaintiffs,

| APPEARANCE
Ve

mcaosom CORPGRATION, CASE NUMBER: 98-1233 (CRK) .,

De&xﬂant;

Tothe Clerk of this court and all parties of record:

Enter my appearance as counsel in this case for

The State of West Virginia '
by Attorney General Darrell V. McGraw, Jr.

Decomben 12,200(
e (W22

W, ¥a, 5502 Douglas le .
BAR IDENTIFICATION NO. _ Print Name _ ~ .
' - P. 0. ‘Box 1789 .
. Address _
Charleston, WV  25326"
City E State : Zip Code

_(304) 558-8986
Phoue Number . i ;
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US DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

RENEWAL APPLICATION :
(PLEASE PRINT OR TYPH) -
Name
- Last *_Davis ) First Douglas
Middle Lee ) Generation (Jr., Sr., etel}

D.C./Federal Bar identification Number _ ' Social Security Number 235'56'8&6

(I Federal Bar, please state name of court):

Adsfimss

Rrm  _ Office of the West Virginia Attorney General

Building & Suite P. O. Box 1789

Street 812 Quarrier St., 4th Fleor

City : Charleston : State Wv
Zip : 25326 . Phone (304) 558-8986

e ~ Unit (within firm gf agency) Consumerl Protection ‘and Antitrust
Criminal Justice Act Attomey (Yes) (No} -

‘U.S. District Court' Admission Date __Sept. 25, 1990, S.D.W.Va.

Employed by the United States Govemment (Yes) _ ‘@l __X
GOVERNMENT ATTORNEYS who practice and file pleadings before the US District Court should
complets this form. Renewal Fees may be waived.
e —— et e e  ——
, ; ) — i
o CHANGE OF AUDRESS: T
- This form may serve aswritten notification to the Clerk’s office of address.change
under the requirements of Local Rufe 706(c). Howeversthfs notification DOESNOT
fulfilf the PRAEUIPE requirement of the Rule. 706(c) requires thit, “[Qhe attorney shall
.also within 10:days fife a-praecipe reflacting such'ctrange in-eactr case whicl the:
:htf:gz‘:as pending before.this Court servingzs.copy upon eacirof the attorneys:in :
these es.”" _ . : _ IR

ot ——

. FAILURETO-RENEW _'f
- An sttomey wheo fails to file the required-certification and pay the renewal fee-will be
‘provisionally removed from thie list of members:in good standing, The name ofthe =
.attorney will be restored tathe list of membersingood.standing-upon-the filing.of the
Tequired certificate and payment of the definquent fee within five years afler tire:due
_date. Atthe end of the five years from the due.dats, theattomey/'s.name will be- .
‘permangntly removed fronrthe roll, without prejudice to-an application for admissionas |

L a.new member. [Cocal-Rule701.1(cil. ;
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LI o .

A : UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
b .~ FORTHE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

ATTORNEY CERTIFICATION

compliance with Local Rule 701.1.(2), all attorneys who are members in gbod standing of the bar of

In
this Court, AND/OR, government atiorneys eligible to practics by virtue of Local Rule 104(e) or (), must submit
this certification and hereby certify that he/she:

(MANDATORY FOR ATTORNEYS WHO ARE MEMBERS OF THE BAR OF THIS COURT)
(OPTIONAY, FOR ATTORNEYS WHO WISH TO MAINTAIN A ‘GOVERNMENT"' STATUS).

—X_ iz tamiliac with e currecs version of the Fedaral Rules of Clvil Procedure, the Federal Rales of |
Evidence, the Local Rules of this Couxr, and the Rules of Professional Conduct as adapted by the
District of Columbia Court of Appeals '

and/or
2,  ____ i famillar with the curren: version of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, ths Seatencing
Guidefines, the Federal Rules of Evidencs, the Local Rales of this Court, and the Code of Professional

- Conduct a5 adopeed by the District of Columbia Court of Appeais. (Azarneys wha appear in criminml
cases.) : : , -

hmmplmwuhloml&ﬂc 104(b), an attorney who wishes to appear as sole or lead counsel in a
corttested evidentiary hearing or trial on the merits further cectifies that he/she:

s (CEECK ALL ITEMS THAT AFFLY)
. 3. — Das previcusly acted zs sole or lead counsel in a federal district court or the Superior Courtof the

District of Columbia or 2 smte tridl court of geperal jurisdiction in 2 conwsted jury or bench trial or
other conmesed evidentiary hearing in which testimony was =ken in open court and an order or other

3pyealable fudgment was entered.. (Local Rule 146X QR | |
4 ___ ‘toypenicipawdina jusior capacity in an entire conmmsted jury or beech izl In a federal diswict court |
or the Supericr Court of the District of Calumbia or 3 smre trial court of genecal jutisdietion. (Local i
Rule 104(0)(2)): OR . |
. . ot ' i
5. . baysaisfactorily completed a cottinuing legal education wial advocacy courss of at least 30 hoars

spoasored by the Distries of Columbia Bar or accredited by a State Bar. (Locat Rule 104()(3)]
In coasideration of Local Rules 702(2) and 702.1, the undersigned applicant certifies tiat he/shes: |

6. ——  havyread Loeal Rule 702(2) and undesstaods thas members i good standing of the bar of tils Court
~ have an cbligaticn o assist o represent the needy in civil matwers befors this Court whepever |
requested by the Cours and if necessary, without compensation. 1 have read Local Rule 702.1 and
uﬂdu'mnd thar the Court has esblished 2 voluntary Civil Pro Bono Panel from which attoraeys auay
&mmwmamwrmwmmﬁdmt f hive indicated below whether [

would like w reccive addidonal information regarding the Conrt's Civil Prs Bono Panel.

e e oo e

e ——— - o—

‘ ‘ “Pleass Seod e Do Not Send
'lwmmwﬁm’mm&agﬂiﬂgkmm r
~ R/ 12foi | 2 A fan *‘5
~ . DATB . ¢ E :
o . N - ll
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 12th day of December, 2001, copies of my Notice of Appearance

‘was served upon the following by first-class mail, postage prepaid, to:

Brendan V. Sullivan, Jr., Esquire
Williams & Connolly, LLP

725 Twelfth Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20005

John L. Warden, Esquire
Sullivan & Cromwell .

125 Broad Street, 31st Floor
New York, NY 10004-2498

Bradley P. Smith, Esquire

Sullivan & Cromwell

1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.-W., 7th Floor
Washington, D. C. 20006-5805

William H. Neukom, Esquire

Law and Corporate Affairs
Microsoft Corporation, Building 8
One Microsoft Way :
Redmond, WA 98052-6399

Dan K. Webb, Esquire
Winston & Strawn
35 West Wacker Drive
Chicago, IL 60601

Charles F. Rule, Esquire

Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver & Jacobson
1001 Pennsylvania Avenne, N.W., Suite 800
Washington, D. C. 20004-2505

Philip S. Beck, Esquire

Bartlit, Beck, Herman, Palenchar & Scott
Courthouse Place, Suite 300

54 West Hubbard Street

Chicago, IL 60610

Renata B. Hesse, Esquire
United States Department of Justice
Antitrust Division

- 601 D Street, N.W., Suite 1200

Washiogton, D. C. 20530
Jay L. Himes, Esquire

e e e —
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Office of the Attorney General of the State of New York
120 Broadway, Suite 2601 '
New York, NY 10271

Kevin J. O’Connor, Esquire

Office of the Attorney General of the State of Wisconsin
P. O. Box 7857

123 West Washington Avenue

Madison, WI 53703-7857

Beth Finnerty, Esquire

Office of the Attorney General of the State of Ohio
140 East Town Street, 12th Floor

Columbus, OH 43215

Blake Harrop, Esquire
Office of the Attorney General of the State of Illinois

100 West Randolph Street, 12th Floor
% ﬁ: Dawkv

Chicago, II. 60601
Ass:stant Attorney General
State of West Virginia

. CentificateofService LitigatingStares.12-12-01
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AO 458 (Rev. &/88 DOC) - APPEARANCE

United States District Court

for the Bistrict of Calinmbia

STATE OF NEW YORK, et al.,

Plaintiffs,
v.
MICROSCET CORPORATION,
Defendant.

To the Clerk of this court and all parties of record:

Enter my appearance as counsel in this case for

Plaintiff States New York, California, Camnecticut, Florlda Illinois, Iowa, .Kansas,

APPEARANCE

 CASENUMBER: 981233 (CKK)

Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota,
North Carolina, Chio, Utah, Wiscansin and the District of Columbia

© . Rovember 1, 200}
Date
253286
BAR IDENTIFICATION NO.

Sigunatiire 0
Steven R. Kmey,

“Print Name

williams & Comolly LI

Address ]
725 Twelfth Street, N.W. s
~Washington, _ D.C. 20005

City State " Zip Code
-202-434-5000
Phone Number

AT e e A e ey Mg e — — oy a1 e

—
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CERTIFICATE Of SERVICE
I hereby certify that on this 1st day of November, 2001,>copies of
- Notices of Appearance for Brendan V. Sullivan, Steven R. Kuney and J ohn E.
Schmidtlein were served by facsimile and first-class mail, postage prépaid, to:

John L. Warden, Esq.
Sullivan & Cromwell

125 Broad Street

31st Floor

New York, NY 10004-2498

Bradley P. Smith, Esq.

Sullivan & Cromwell

1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
7th Floor

Washington, D.C. 20006-5805

William H. Neukom, Esq.

Executive Vice President

Law and Corporate Affairs ,
Microsoft Corporation ‘
Building 8

One Microsoft Way

Redmond, WA 98052-6399

- Counsel for Defendant Microsoft

Philip S. Beck, Esq.

Bartlit Beck Herman Palenchar & Scott
Courthouse Place

Suite 300

54 West Hubbard Street

Chicago, IL 60610

— e g
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Renata B. Hesse, Esq.

United States Department of Justice
Antitrust Division

601 D Street, N.W.

Suite 1200

Washington, D.C. 20530

Counsel for Plaintiffs

e

E. Schmidtlein -
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AO 458 (Rev. 6/98 DC) - APPEARANCE

Wnited States District @nu?i
for the Bistrict of Colombia

STMEOFNH‘TY{RK, et al.,

Plaintiffs, ,
: APPEARANCE
MICROSOFT CORPCRATION, . -
Defendant. ' CASE NUMBER: 98-1233 (CRK)

To the Clerk of this court and all parties of record:

_Ent&‘ my sppearance as counse] in this case for -

' Plaintiff States New York, California, Connecticut, Flnr:.da Illinois, Iowa, Kansas,
. ‘Kentucky, Iouisiana, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota,
North Carclina, Chio, Utah WJ.sconsmandtheD:strlctof Colmrbla

P ——— e e

November 1, 2001 . ‘ _@@WQ \/
Date :

12757 - . : Brendan V. SuJ.lz.van, Jr.

{
|
l..
!
"EAR IDENTIFICATION NO. , Print Name : o ;
| B Williams & Commolly LIP . !
Address s {
725 Twelfth Street, N.W.. . i
_Mashington, _ D.C. - 20005 i
Cy State ! Zip Code. [
202-434-5000 i‘ !
“Phope Number

n e v e——
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-CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on this 1st day of November, 2001, copies of
Notices of Appearance for Brendan V. Sullivan, Steven R. Kuney and Jéhn E.
Schmidtlein were sérved by facsimile and first-class mail, postage prepaid, to:

John L. Warden, Esq.
Sullivan & Cromwell

125 Broad Street

31st Floor

New York, NY 10004-2498

Bradley P. Smith, Esq.

Sullivan & Cromwell

1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
7th Floor

Washington, D.C. 20006-5805

William H. Neukom, Esq.
Executive Vice President
Law and Corporate Affairs
Microsoft Corporation
Building 8

One Microsoft Way
Redmond, WA 98052-6399

Counsel for Defendant Microsoft

Philip S. Beck, Esq.

Bartlit Beck Herman Palenchar & Scott
Courthouse Place

Suite 300

54 West Hubbard Street

Chicago, IL 60610
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Renata B. Hesse, Esq.

United States Department of Justice
Antitrust Division

601 D Street, N.W.

Suite 1200

Washington, D.C. 20530

Counsel for Plaintiffs
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